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CHRONOLOGY OF THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIII[th Century (1803), 36 vols. 


The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional 


istory, 24 vols. ; 


Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 


Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 








HISTORY. 
CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760. 
Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Witx.I. to 34 Gro. IL. 

1066-1760 
REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. 


Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. III. to 40 Geo. III. 
1760-1800 


(First PARLIAMENT.) 


eS Spee 41 Geo. IIL......... 1801 
Se aeswioens 42 ee erere 1802 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 

3 ee 42 Geo. III. ......1802-3 


DEBATES. 
First Series. 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT—continued.) 


t Vol. 1 & 2...44 Geo. III....... 1803-4 
— 3to 5...45 ae Gis 1805 
ae 1806 


— 6 & 7...46 


(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 8 & 9...47 Geo. III....... 1806-7 
(FOURTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 9 to1l...48 Geo. III....... 1807-8 
— 12—14...49 gedaan 1809 
— 15—17...50 a 1810 
— 18 — 20...51 — - 1810-11 
— 21 — 23...52 <i aeasen 1812 
(FirTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 24 to 26...53 Geo. III. ... 1812-13 
— 27 & 28...54 — .. 1813-14 
— 29 to 31...55 = . 1814-15 
— 32— 34...56 — —essaes 1816 
— 35 & 36...57 tees 1817 
— 37 — 38...58 “= seesse 1818 


a 
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(SixTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 39 & 40...59 Geo. III. ...... 1819 
41 .- 1819-20 


Second Series. 


REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830 
(SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vel. 1 to 3... 1 Gao. EV. ..... 1820 
— 48 5... 2 er 1821 
— 6— 7... 3 = _petscs 1822 
— 8— 9... 4 = coeds 1823 
— 10—11... 5 a gmekae 1824 
— 12—13... 6 ws ncaa 1825-6 
— 14—15... 7 — seen 1826 
(EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vek 26 nsesecs 7 Geo. IV. ...... 1826 
wee BF ncsncesce 8 ee) Rass 1827 
— 18 & 19... 9 — aueses 1825 
— 20 — 21...10 a eeenas 1829 
— 22 to 25...11 —t) \ pesuion 1830 


Third Series. 
REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837. 


(NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 1 to 3... 1 Wu IV....... 1830-] 
(TENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 4 to &... 2 Wii. IV. ...... 1831 
-— 9—14... 3 a beeews 1832 
(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 15 to 20... 4 WiLL. IV....... 1833 
| — 21 — 25... 5 — seneae 1834 

(TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 26 to 30... 6 Wii. IV....... 1835 

— 31— 35... 7 —— —seeeee 1836 
— 36— 38... 8 — —seseee 1837 
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iv CHRONOLOGY OF 
REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 


(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 39 to 44... 


— 45— 50... 2 Spades 1839 | 
— 51— 55d... 3 Se  ekelead 1840 
— 56— 58... 4 —- (a) 1841 


(FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


= wwe 4 Vicroria (b) 1841 
-- 60to 65... 5 ae 1842 
— 66— 71... 6 et 1843 
— 72— 76... 7 a 1844 
— Ti — 82... 8 a. 1845 
— 83 — 88... 9 ae Gaaees 1846 


a eS ae (a) 1847 


(FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


 — ae 10 Vicror1A = (b) 1847 
~ 96 tol0l...11 as) Spaaes 1848 
— 102 —107...12 Se wept 1849 
— 108 —113...13 ie calptaa 1850 
— 114 —118...14 a 1851 
on $00-.398..156 (a) 1852 
(SIXTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
WORE -csnscasin 15 Victoria (b) 1852 
— 124 to 129...16 aia 1853 
— 130 —135...17 — sesees 1854 
— 136 —139...18 ee 1855 
— 140 —143...19 a ae 1856 
a ener 20 — (a) 1857 


(SEVENTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 145 to 147...20 Vicrorta = (b) 1857 
— 148 —151 ..21 — eases 1858 
— 152 —153...22 (a) 1859 


(EIGHTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 154 to 155...22 Vicrorta  (b) 1859 
— 156 —160...23 oi gdaaea 1860 
— 161 —164...24 —  kseses 1861 
— 165 —168...25 ee Aaa 1862 
— 169 —172...26 -—...... 1863 
— 173 —176...27 — ...... 1864 
— 177—180...28 — 1865 
(NINETEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 181 to 184...29 VICTORIA...... 1866 
— 185 —189...50 Sat Yontaen L867 


— 190 —193...31 = 


.. 1867-8 


(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 194 to 198...32 VicTorRIA_ ... 1868-9 
ae. $99 —203...33 ae aa 1870 
= 204 —-208...34 aie) dace 1871 
a= 900 —313...55 ae 1&72 
214 —-217...36 ms | otiees 1873 


1 VICTORIA ...... 1838 | 





“THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 


| (Twenty-First PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol, 218 to 221...37 VICTORIA ..... 1874 
| —- 2232 —226...38 —  sndess 1875 
an, GOT 88) .. 39 ne ee 1876 
— 232 —236...40 —  - weasms 1877 
—— 337 —349...41 a 1878 
— 3435 —249...42 — 1878-9 


— 250&251...48 — (a) 1880 


(TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 252 to 256...43 VictorIA (b) 1880 
— 257 -—265...44 eases 1881 
— 266 —273...46 — (a) 1882 
— 974&2975..45 — (b) 1882 
— 276 to 283...46 —— _ pees 1883 
— 284 —292...47 rr 1884 


— 293 —301...48 — ... 1884-5 
(TWENTY-THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 302 to 307...49 VicTort1 (a) 1886 


(TWENTY- FOURTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 308 & 309...49 VicrorIa (b) 1886 
— 310 to 321...50 == gainese 1887 
— 322 —332...51 ee 1888 
— 333 —340...52 —< heal 1889 
— 341 —348...53 a 1890 
— 349 —356...54 _ ... 1890-1 


Fourth Series. 
(TWENTY-FOURTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 
Vol. lto 6...55 VICTORIA ...... 1892 


OR. «0 * Ridecedeie 56 Vi ICTORIA ...... 1892 
sets 8 to 21...57 — ... 1893-4 
— 22 29...57 a 1894 
— 30 — 35...58 ae | gga 1895 
(TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 
VOL. SG cccsczic@ VICTORIA. 55 cca: 1895 
—- 37 to 44...59 — 1895-6 
— 45 — 52...60 -— oetookOue 
— 53 — 65...61 — ; 1898 
— 66 — 76...62 iy Cm See 1899 
ee freee 63 Sl eereeeees 1899 
— 78 — 83...63 — 4... 1900 
— &4 OSG4 -=  — sesses 1200 
85 — 87...64 eo 1900 
(LWENTY-SEVENTI LIAMENT.) 
WE OF Sccnsnces 64 Vii 1900 


REIGN OF EDWARD VIL. 
(TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT-~-cond. ) 


WOE - Be sce 1 Epwarp VIL. i 
—— §0to 100 I oo 1901 
ae ian eo ...1902 
+ 30240 117 3 — ..1902 


— 118tol28 3 — -..1903 
— 129t0130 4 — 1904 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 








THE CABINET. 
Rt. Hon. Artuus J. 





Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury and Lord Privy Seal 


BALFOvR. 
Lord President of the Council——Most Hon. the Marquess of LonponpErRy, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of Hatsspury. 
Secretaries of State—— 

Foreign Affairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of Lanspowng, K.G. 

Home Department——Rt. Hon. A. Akers-Dovuatas, M.P. 

Colonial——-Rt. Hon. ALrrep Lytre.ton, M.P. 


War——Rt. Hon. H. O. AnNotp-Forster, M.P. 
India——Rt. Hon. W. Sr. Jonn Broprick, M.P. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer——Rt. Hon. J. AUstEN CHAMBERLAIN, M.P. 
First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. the Earl of SELBORNE. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. GeraLp W. Batroour, M.P. 
Post master-General——-Lord Stantey, M.P 
Secretary for Scotland——Rt. Hon. A. Granam Murray, M.P. 
President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. Water H. Lona, M.P. 
President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. Earl of ONsLow. 
President of the Board of Education——The Most Hon. the Marquess of LONDONDERRY. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——Rt. Hon. George Wynpuawy, M.P. 


NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury——Sir A. AcLAND-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury ——Victor CavenpiIsH, Esq., M.P. 
Secretary of the Board of Education——Sir Wiiuram Anson, Bt., M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty——E. G. Preryman, Esq., M.P. 

Lorp Batcarrgs, M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury——- Hon. Ainwyn FE.towes, M.P. 


H. W. Forster, Esq., M.P. 
faery Lord W. T. ae —o. - 
, Rear-Admiral Sir C. C. Drury, K.C.S.I. 
Lords of the Admiralty——, Rear. Admiral W. H. May, M.V.O. 
| Rear-Admiral Joun DurnForD, C.B., D.S.O. 
THE SECRETARY oF STATE FoR War [in the Cabinet}. 
Lt.-Gen. Sir N. G. Lytrettron, K.C.B. 
Major-General C. W. H. Dovuatas. 
Major.General H. C. O. PLumgr, C.B. 
Army Council——_.. Major-General Sir J. W. Murray, K.C.B. 
THE UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR. 
THE FryancrtaL SECRETARY TO THE WAR OFFICE. ; 
Secretary. THE PERMANENT UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR War (Col. Sir 
E. W. D. Warp, K.C.B.). 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty——Arruur H. Ler, Esq., M.P. 


Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Office——Earl Percy, M.P. 

Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office——Hon. T. H. Cocurane, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Colonial Office——His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of HaRDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office——Rt. Hon. Earl of DonoucHMORE. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade A. Bonar Law, Esq., M.P. 

Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——J. Grant Lawson, Esq., M.P. 
Rinancial Secretary, War Office, W. Brom~ey Davenport, Esq., M.P. ’ 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. Fryuay, K.C., M.P. 

Solicitor-General——Rt. Hon. Sir E. Carson, K.C., M.P. 

Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Earl of DuDLEY. 

Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. WaLRonD, Bt., M.P. 














HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE--(Cont. ) 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge-Advocate-General——Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. Jeunes, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Division. 

Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 

Vice-Chamberlain Rt. Hon. Lord WoLvErRToN. 

Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND Montcomery, G.C.V.O. 

Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of Portianp, K.G., G.C.V.O. 





Paymaster-General——Sir SAviLLE CRross.ey, Bt., M.V.O., M.P. 
Comptroller of the Household——Viscount VALENnTIA, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household——The Marquess of Hamitton, M.P. 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard——Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 


Rt. Hon. Earl of Kintrore, G.C.M.G. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of DensBicu. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord Cuurcuiti, K.C.V.O. 
- ane Rt. Hon. Earl Howe. 
Lords-in- Waiting —— Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord Bacor. 
Rt. Hon. Lord Surrretp, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 
Rt. Hon. Lord Kenyon. 


SCOTLAND. 
Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. Lord BaLrour or Burueteu, K.T. 
Lord Justice-General——Rt. Hon. Lord Kinross. 


Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. A. GRAHAM Murray, K.C., M.P. 
Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord Kinesspurau, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of Montrose, K.T. 


Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of LevEN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General——Davip Dunpas, Esq., K.C., M.P. 
IRELAND. 


Lord Lieutenant——Rt. Hon. Earl of Dup.ey. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 


Chief Secretary—-—Rt. Hon. George Wynpuam, M.P. 
Under Secretary ——Sir Antony McDoNNELL. 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction——President: The Rt. Hon. the Curer 


SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. Horace PLUNKETT. 
Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. Arxrnson, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Gero. Wricut, Esq., K.C. 





OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 
Judge Advocate-General——Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. Jeune, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Division. 

Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Lord WOLVERTON. 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEmproke aNp Montcomery, G.C.V.O 
Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of Porrianp, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General—-_—Sir SAVILE CkOsSLEY, Bt., M.V.O., M.P. 
Comptroller of the Household——Viscount VaLentia, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household——The Marquess of HAMILTON,M, P. 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard—Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 
/Rt. Hon. Earl of Kinrore, G.C.M.G. 

Rt. Hon. Earl of Denpicu. 

Rt. Hon. Lord Cuvreuimty, K.C.V.O. 

Rt. Hon. Earl Howe. 

Rt. Hon. Lord Lawrence. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord Bacor. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord Scrrieip, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 
\ Rt. Hon. Lord Kenyon. 

SCOTLAND. 

Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. Lord Banrorn oF Bear ren, S17 
Lord Justice-General——Rt. Hon. Lord KINROss, 
Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. A. GRanAM Morray, K.C., M.P. 
Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord Kissevren, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of Montrusz, K.T. 


Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of Leven aNp MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General——Davip Dunpas, Esq., K.C. 


Lords-in- Waiting —— 








* Appears in new Ministry under title of Marquess of SALI BURY. 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE—(Cont.) vii 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) 
IRELAND. 


Lord Lieutenant—— Rt. Hon. Earl of DupLEy. 

Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord AsHBouRNE. 

Chief Secretary-——Rt. Hon. George WynpuaM, M.P. 

Under Secretary ——Sir ANTONY MCDONNELL, G.C.S. I. 

Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction——President : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President : Rt. Hon. Horace PLUNKETT. 

Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. Atkinson, K.C., M.P. 

Solicitor-General——J. H. M. CAMPBELL, Esq., K.C., M.P. 








PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Earl of Mortey. 

Clerk of Parliaments Sir Henry J. L. Granam, K.C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. THxstcer, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees——Epwarp HALL ALDERSON, Esq. 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees——ALBERT Gray, Esq, 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Billsa——A. Harrison, Esq. 

Senior Clerks—— 

Peers’ Printed Paper Office——C. L. ANsTRUTHER, Esq. 

Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——J. F. 
SKENE, Esq. 

Clerk of the « A. Leicu, Esq. 

Principal Clerk of Private Semaine i F. Symons JEUNE, Esq. 

Other Clerks——W, H. Haminton Gorpon, Esq.; Hon. A. McDonneLtit; A. H. Roprnson, 
Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills); H. P. St. Joun, Esq.; V. M. Brpopunpu, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. 
Stoyer; H. J. F. Bapexey, Esq.; C. Heapram, Esq.; J. B. Hornam, Esq.; E. C. 
Vicors, Esq. ; A. Tennyson, Esq. ; and G. D. Luarp, Esq. 

Accountant and Copyist——Mr. T. A. Court. 

Assistant Copyists——Mr. H. P. Norris and Mr. R. A. Court. 

as ig <r % A. A. Worretn, C. E. Cuizutert, A. M. Srotni, J. W. F. Locks, 
J. McMutayn, G. Bennett, G. T. Puirre. 

Librarian——EDMUND Goss, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian——A. H. M. Butter, Esq. 

Attendant——Mr. W. WorrE LL. 

Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. Campion, Esq.; J. F. Symons Jeune, Esq. ; Clerk 
——B. H. Fett, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod——Gen. Sir MICHAEL A. S, Brppu.pu, G.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher——Captain T. D. BuTer. 7 

Serjeant-at-Arms——Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLeetwoop I. Epwarps, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 

Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. Hanp, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——J K. Wit.iams, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GuRNeY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers—— Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants——Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE, B. GALLOP. 

Second Class Assistants——Messrs. H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. STOPP. 

Third Class Assistants——Messrs. J. WooLAcott, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. BAUM. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. J. SoLMAN, J. B. ForsytH, C. CHAPMAN, 
W. W. MEATEs. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. W. CASBON. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords——-Mr. A. PALMER. 

Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament——Mr. C. J. WILLIAMS. 

Resident Engineer, Houses of Parliament——Mr. A. P. PATEY. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the Honse of Commons——Sir CouURTNEY PEREGRINE ILBERT, K.C.S.I1., C.LE. 

Clerk-Assistant——ArTHuR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——T. L. WEBSTER, Esq. 

Principal Clerks—— 

Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. GisBons, Esq. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 

Committee Office——R. Dickrnson, Esq. 

Private Bill Office——J. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks——F. St. Grorcr Tuprer, Esq. ; H. C. Tower Esq.;C. V. FRERE, Esq. ; 
L. T. LE MarcHant, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq.; Sir E, H. DOYLE, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks——S. L. SrmEon, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HowE BROWNE, 
Esq. ; HORACE WEST, Esq. ; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, ~ ; ARTHUR H. ELLIs, Esq. ; 
Percy A. Butt, Esq.; F. R. WILLIAMS WYNN, Esq.; W. E. Grey, Esq. ; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. Bonn, Esq. 





W. .PHILLIPs, 























viii PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS--(Cont.) 


Junior Clerks——H. C. DAwkrns, Esq.; R. P. CoLtoms, Esq.; B. H. FELL, Esq. ; R. E. 
CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. ScorT PoRTER, Esq. ; F. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; W. T. LEGGE, Esq. ; 
C. R. TurRNER, Esq.; W. K. GiBBons, Esq.; A. E. A. W. ‘tuvrs, Esq.; K. J. C. 
MoorsoM, Esq. ; C. D. Rosertson, Esq. ; R. D. RApcuirFE, Esq. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Deputy Serjeant F. R. Gosset, Esq. 

Assistant Sergeant——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Office Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Chaplain to the House——Rev. Archdeacon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——EpWarpD GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANDOS LEIGH, K.C., K.C.B. 

Trainbearer——Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Bills——C. L. LockTon, Esq. 

Referee of Private Bills——ALFRED BONHAM CARTER, Esq., C.B. 

Examiners of Private Billsa——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master——C. W. CAmpion, Esq. ; Clerk——B. H. FELL, Esq. 

Vote Office—— 

Principal Clerk——PHILIP SMITH, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. ; JOHN Poyser, Esq. 
Messenger--—Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 

Librarian——R. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian——TempLe Franks, Esq., B.C.L. ; 
Clerks in Library——Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers——Messrs. 
A. Firmin, W. HAGUE. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GuRNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Printers 
Journals——G. E. BrRIscoE Eyre, Esq. 

Votes—--J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 

Postmaster——Mr. EDMUND W. PIKE ; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper——Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Office Clerk in Committee Otfice——Mr. T. FIELDEN MITCHELL. 

Office Clerk in Journal Office——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers——Messrs. C. DAVIE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JONES, G. D. WELLER, J. ARMSTRONG 
J. WoopWARD, J. Ivory, G NoRMAN, J. SURREY, A. SEPPLE. 

Doorkeepers——Mr. W. WILSoN and Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 

Messengers (Ist Class)——Mr. H. HAmBLING, Mr. C. Woopcrart, Mr. R. ROBERTSON, Mr. 
J. HILLs, Mr. J. SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. SprAy, Mr. G. TYE, Mr. R. 
Hospy, Mr. G. Anstey, Mr. J. H. Day. 

Messengers (2nd Class)—-—-Messrs. J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, 
A. HASKELL, A. C. JoHNSoN, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Koom——Mr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant-—Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters——Messrs. J. ORAM and T. MARTIN. 

Chief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. SCANTLEBURY. 
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Explanation of Differences [by Command] ; to lie ach the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 65.) .. “ ne - ; es a Pe 4 


Navy (StaTEMENT EXPLANATORY oF EstimaTEs).—Copy presented, of State- 
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Prices or Sugar IN LONDON AND ON THE CONTINENT.—Question, Sir John 


Leng (Dundee); Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 5 
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Winter Assizes (Ireland) Bill.—‘‘ To extend the jurisdiction of Winter Assizes 
in Ireland,” presented by Sir James Haslett; supported by Mr. 
Wolff, Mr. Sloan, Mr. Charles Craig, Mr. Thomas Corbett, Mr. O’Doherty, 
and Mr. Wood ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 2nd March, and 





to be printed. [Bill 71.] .. me s* ve - -_ we 25 
Registration of Firms Bill.—“ For the registration of firms and persons carry- | 

ing on business under trade names,” presented by Mr Emmott ; supported 

by Mr. James Heath, Sir Alfred Hickman, Sir William Holland, and Mr. Walter | 

Palmer ; to be read a second time upon Friday, 13th May, and to be printed 

[Bill 72.] : va 25 


Electric Lighting (Lond“n) Bill.—‘ To provide for the adjustment, in accord- 
ance with changes of boundary effected under the London Government Act, 
1899, of the areas within which local authorities and companies are authorised 
to supply electricity,” presented by Mr. Gerald Balfour ; supported by Mr. 
Bonar Law ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. 

[Bill 69.) .. ive he ‘“ ss a - 7 ax ik 


Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) Acts Amendment Bill.—‘“‘ To amend the Acts 
relating to Crofters’ Holdings in Scotland,” presented by Mr. Ainsworth; 
supported by Mr. John Dewar, Mr. Catheart Wason, Mr. Weir, and Mr. 
Harmsworth ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. 
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Congested Districts (Scotland) Act (1897) Amendment Bill.—‘‘ To amend 
the provisions of the Congested Districts (Scotland) Act, 1897, as to the 
application of the fund constituted by the Act; and for other purposes” 
presented by Mr. Ainsworth ; supported by Mr. John Dewar, Mr. Cathcart 
Wason, Mr. Weir, and Mr. Harmsworth ; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 74.] .. on e $s w- = 


Land Values Taxation (Scotland) Bill.‘ To provide for the Taxation for 
local purposes of Land Values in burghs in Scotland,” presented by Mr. 
Caldwell ; supported by Mr. J. H. Whitley, Mr. Hunter Craig, Mr. Trevelyan, 
Mr. John Hope, Mr. Ainsworth, and Mr. Dobbie ; to be read a second time 
upon Friday, 11th March, and to be printed. [Bill 75.] .. es - 





Kine’s Speecn (Motion For an Appress).—[TweLrrH Day].—Order read, 
for resuming adjourned debate on Amendment [16th February] to Main 
Question [2nd February], “ That an humble Address be presented to His 
Majesty, as followeth :— 


‘* Most Gracious Sovereign, 

“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, 
beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the Gracious 
Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.” 
—(Mr. Hardy.) 


Which Amendment was— 


** At the end of the Question, to add the words, ‘ And we humb!: 
represent to Your Majesty that it is highly expedient that sanction 
should be given to any Ordinance permitting the introduction of in- | 
dentured Chinese labourers into the Transvaal Colony until the approval 
of the colonists has been formally ascertained.’ —(Mr. Herbert'Samuel.) 
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Question again proposed, ‘“‘ That those words be there added.” 


Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 

Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs) 

Sir John Rolleston (Leicester) . 

Captain Ellice (St. Andrews Burghs) 

Lord Alwyne Compton (Bedfordshire, Biggleswade) 
Mr. William McArthur (Cornwall, St. Austell) 

Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) . 

Sir H. Meysey-Thompson ( (Staffordshire, Handsworth) . 
Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, Wi — ; 

Mr. Seely (Lincoln) oP 

Mr. Atherley-Jones (Durham, N. W. ) 

Mr. William Watson Rutherford (Liverpool, West Derby).. 
Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghe) Se 

Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8S.) 


And, it being half-past Seven of the Clock, the debate stood adjourned 


ill this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Krne’s SpeecH (MoTION FoR AN AppREss).—Order read, for resuming Ad- 


journed Debate on Amendment [16th February] to Main Question [2nd 
February], ‘“‘ That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty, as 
followeth :—- 


“* Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament 
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of Parlia- 
ment.” —(Mr. Hardy.) 


Which Amendment was— 


* At the end of the Question to add the words, ‘ And we humbly 
represent to Your Majesty that it is highly inexpedient that sanction 
should be given to any Ordinance permitting the introduction of in- 
dentured Chinese labourers into the Transvaal Colony until the ap- 
proval of the colonists has been formally ascertained.’”—(Mr. Herbert 
Samuel.) 


Question again proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


Mr. Swift MacNeill . me 

Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, N.) 

Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) 

Mr. John Burns (Battersea).. 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) a 

The Secretary of State for India (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Gu :ildford) 


Mr. Akers Dovetas rose in his place, and claimed to move “ That Question 
be now put.” 
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Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 330 ; Noes, 172. (Division List No. 3.) 
Question put accordingly, “ That those words be there added.” 

The House divided :--Ayes, 230; Noes, 281. (Division List No. 4.) 
Main Question again proposed. 

And it being after Midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 

Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Adjourned at half after Twelve o’clock. 


mm me es es ee 


HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 18ta FEBRUARY, 1904. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with— 
Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power [n.1.]; Leicestershire 
and Warwickshire Electric Power [n.L.]; Liverpool and London and 
Globe Insurance Company [u.L.]; London, Chatham, and Dover Railway 
{x.L.]; Metropolitan District Railway [H.L.]; Metropolitan Railway [H.L.] ; 
Trafford Park Dock and Railway [H.L.]; Victoria University of Yorkshire 
[{H.L.]; West Metropolitan Railway (Abandonment) [H.L.]; West Metro- 
politan Railway (Extension of Time) [H.L.]; Elyse Palace Hotel Company 


[H.L.] 


Also the Certificate that no further Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bill :—Preston, Chorley, and Horwich Tramways [H.L. ] 


- 


And also the Certificate that the Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bill have been complied with :— 


Mid-Cheshire Tramways 


And also the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have not been complied with :-- 


Middlesbrough, Stockton-on-Tees, and Thorley Tramways; London 
United Tramways ; London United Tramways (Railways). 
- 


The same was ordered to lie on the Table 


London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bil! , Rotherham 
Corporation Bill; Trafford Park Dock and Railway Bill fw.u.!: Middles- 
brough, Stockton-on-Tees, and Thorley Tramways Bill; London United 
Tramways Bill; London United Tramways (Railways) Bill. iMxaminers’ 
Certificates of non-compliance with the Standing Orders referred to the 
Standing Orders Committee on Thursday next 


Govan Burgh Electricity Bill [u.L.]—Presented, and read la. ee ale 
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Bristol Tramways ns geal Bill [H. ie Meret: read la; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners .. és ne .. 199 


York Town and Blackwater Gas Bill [1.1.]; Weston-super-Mare Grand Pier 
Bill [H.L.]; Matlock and District Gas Bill [H.1.]; Portmadoc, Beddgelert and 
South Snowdon Railway Bill [H.1. bli Great Western Railway Bill [H.1.]. 
Read 2°. .. : i “ va a in .. 130 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Navy Estimates. 
Estimates for the year 1904-1905 ; with explanation of differences. 
Explanatory statement by First Lord of the Admiralty $ 7 .. 130 


Arrica, No. 2 (1904).—Report on the trade and commerce of the Somaliland 
Protectorate, for the year 1902-1903. .. “e i oe ee .. 130 


CoMMERCIAL, No. 1 (1904).—Reports on tariff wars between certain European 
States ws as an we $a ad is - ov .. 130 


MusicaL Copyricut CommitrreE.—Report of the Committee appointed by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department to inquire into the question of 
musical copyright ; with separate report by Mr. J. Caldwell, M.P., and 
minutes of evidence ‘e ne os vi i e ws . oo 


Ir1sH Lanp Commission (PRocEEDINGS).—Return for the month of December. 
1903. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table .. .. 130 


Ducny or Lancaster.—Account of the receipts and disbursements of the Duchy 
of Lancaster in the year ended 21st December, 1903 ; also, a separate account 
of the capital of the said Duchy to the same date... <a wa .. 130 


[Nepriates’ Act, 1898.—Regulations for the management of State inebriate 
reformatories in Ireland .. oe xe on Ae ~~ re o- 180 


NATIONAL DEsrt. 


I. (Military Savings Banks)—Account of gross amount of all moneys 
received and paid by the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National 


+ Debt on account of the “ Fund for Military Savings Banks.” 


II. (Savings Banks and Friendly Societies)—Account of the gross 
amount of all sums received and paid by the Commissioners for the Reduction 
of the National Debt on account of banks for savings and friendly 
societies in Great Britain and Ireland, from their commencement at 6th 
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CoMMITTEE oF SELECTION.— The Lords following, viz. :— 


E. Chesterfield. 

E. Waldegrave. 

V. Churchill. 

L. Balfour. 

L. Ribblesdale. 


» with the Chairman of Committees, were appointed a Committee to select and 
propose to the House the names of the Five Lords to form a Select Committee 
for the consideration of each proposed Private Bill .. ws é< oe 131 


Sranpinae OrpEers CommMitrEE.—Appointed: The Lords following, with the 
Chairman of Committees, were named of the Committee :— 


M. Salisbury (L. Privy Seal) 
D. Bedford. 

D. Marlborough. 

D. Northumberland. 

M. Lansdowne. 

. Derby. 

Denbigh. 
Chesterfield. 

Jersey. 

Lauderdale. 
Waldegrave. 
Cadogan. 

Howe. 

Amherst. 
Camperdown. 
Dartrey. 

Lytton. 

Carrington. 

Crewe. 
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Ridley. 

. Churchill. 

Zouche of Haryngworth. 
Barnard. 

Balfour. 
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Belper. 

Brougham and Vaux. 
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Lamington. 

Herries. 

. Monkswell. 

Newton. 

Welby. 

. Ludlow. 
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Polling Districts (County Councils) Bill [1.u.]—(The Lord Ribblesdale). 


Polling Arrangements (Parliamentary Boroughs) Bill [1..]—(The Lord 
Ribblesdale). Order of the Day for the Second — read, and dis- 
charged... : 132 


Fiscat Poticy. 
The Earl of Crewe .. a ae “ is ‘- a —— 


Moved to resolve, “ That no duty upon imports into the United Kingdom 
from foreign countries or from British colonies and dependencies, should 
be imposed, modified, or removed, without the formal consent of Parlia- 
ment to each such proposal.” —(The Earl of Crewe.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh .. és we .. 149 
The Lord Privy Seal (The Marquess of Salisbury)... i oe .. 162 


Amendment moved— 


“ To leave out the words after ‘ that’ for the purpose of inserting 
the following words, ‘This House, while affirming the constitutional 
doctrine that all fiscal arrangements of this country must be subject to 
the full and effective control of Parliament over taxation, is not prepared 
to lay down rules for the guidance of future Parliaments as to the exact 
method in which such control should be exercised by them in cases 
which may hereafter arise.’””—(The Marquess of Salisbury.) 


Lord Tweedmouth .. ae ea ea ie rv $4 « ie 
Lord Hylton .. a a lk as as ai .. 185 
Lord Byron .. o és ‘a - eh “a oe .. 190 
Lord Brassey .. ie ‘a - - + “a + .. 191 
Lord Avebury i .. 193 
The Under re of State for War (The Earl of Donoughmore “ .. 199 
Lord Coleridge ae 
The First Lord of the Adniralty (The Earl of Seborne) 04 ia ~« Ee 
Lord Monteagle of Brandon. . ba re Bi. .. 222 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the debate be now adjourned.” 
—(Duke of Devonshire). 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


House adjourned at half-past Eleven o’clock, till To-morrow, half-past 
Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 18rxH FEBRUARY, 1904. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Britis (StaNDING ORDER 63 ComPLIED WitTH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, 
Standing Order No. 63 has been complied with, viz. :— 


Torquay Tramways Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time .. se ie a a. SS 
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SusstiruTeD BiLts (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 


—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, intro- 
duced pursuant to the provisions of The Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. :— 


Clyde Navigation (Shieldhall Docks) ; Clyde Navigation (Works) 


Private Brits [Lorps].—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in respect of the Bills 
comprised in the List reported by the Chirman of Ways and Means as in- 
tended to originate in the House of Lords, he has certified that the Standing 
Orders have been complied with in the following case, viz. :—Mid- 
Cheshire Tramways 


London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill.—“ To enable 


the London County Council to construct and work new tramways in the 
counties of London and Middlesex; to alter and reconstruct tramways 
in the county of London ; to make street improvements in the counties of 
London, Kent, and Middlesex ; to empower the Council of the Metropolitan 
3orough of Woolwich to construct a new street ; and for other purposes,” 
presented, and read the first time ; and ordered to be read a second time 


Rotherham Corporation Bill.—‘ To provide for altering the wards of the 


County Borough of Rotherham and for increasing the number of aldermen 
and councillors ; to confer further powers on the Corporation of the borough 
in regard to their gas, water, tramways, and electrical undertakings ; to make 
further provisions for the health, improvement and local government of the 
borough ; and for other purposes,” presented, and read the first time ; and 
ordered to be read a second time. . 


PETITIONS. 


Licences (RENEWAL).—Petitions against alteration of Law; from Kidder- 


minster ; Shipley ; Southend ; Birmingham ; Stoke Newington ; Crigglestone ; 
Knaresborough ; Sunderland ; Walton-on-the-hill ; Blandford; Salisbury 
(two); Lewisham; Gronant; Newcastle-on-Tyne (two); Liverpool (three) ; 
Coventry (two) ; Whixall ; Ware ; Preston (three) ; Ravensthrope ; Thurso ; 
Fleetwood ; Aberdeen ; Neath ; Stourbridge ; Berwick-on-Tweed ; Strom- 
ness ; Settle; Hirwain; Aberdare; Troedyrhiw (three) ; Cwmdare ; Merthyr 
Tydvil ; Eccles ; Bethesda ; Eccleshill ; Low Moor ; Wibsey ; Idle ; Queens- 
bury ; Barton ; Pendlebury ; Whitchurch: Halifax ; Bristol ; Clydebank ; 
Sheffield ; Woodhouse ; Edinburgh (two) ; East Kirkby ; Pensarn; Soar; Ber- 
mondsey ; Tottenham ; Tanygroes ; Bethesda ; Dyfiryn Dyfi; Battersea ; 
and Aberdovey ; to lie upon the Table 


PAYMENT OF JuRoRS.—Petition from London, in favour ; to lie upon the ‘lable. . 


Ratine or Ground Rents Anp VALUES.—Petition from Battersea, for legislation 


tion ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Woops, Forests, AnD Lanp Revenvues.—Abstract Accounts presented, ior 


the year ended 31st March, 1903, together with the Report of the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table and to be printed 
a is. Ss kee ae es ke ae ee 
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PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Hovse.—Inquiry into 
charities (Gateshead County Borough). Return relative thereto [ordered 

| 9th February ; Mr. Griffith-Boscawen] ; to be printed. [No. 67] .. +. oe 
QueEn’s CoLtece, BeLrast (Starr AnD EquipmMenr).—Return ordered, “ of 


Copy of (1) Resolutions adopted by the Council of Queen’s College, Belfast, 
on the 4th December, 1903, and by the Corporate Body on 9th December, 
1903 ; (2) Irish Government Letter of 17th December, 1903, in acknowledz- 
ment of same; (3) Letter of 11th January, 1904, from the President of 
University College, Dublin; and (4) Irish Government Letter of 15th 
January, 1904, in acknowledgment of same.” —(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Return presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table and to be printed. 





[No. 68] 229 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Russia AND THE TREATY oF AtGuN.—Question, Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, N.) ; 
Answer, Earl Percy - “ “a oe - - - -. 230 
ATROCITIES ON THE ConGo—ACTION OF THE POWERS.—Question, Mr. Schwann 
(Manchester, N.); Answer, Earl Percy.. my ws i ts .. 230 


Sugar Rerineries in East Lonpon—Persons EmpLoyep.—Question, Sir 
Thomas Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas 239 


ConDITION oF Mrs. Maysrick’s RELEASE.—Question, Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas + es ae “ ae .. 23! 


Prison CoMMISSIONERS AND Pusiic Contracts.—Question, Sir John Leng 


(Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas.. 232 
VACCINATION EXEMPTION CERTIFICATES—CASE OF Mr. Pratrr or BALDERTON.— 
Question, Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby); Answer, Mr. Akers- 
Douglas . .. 232 
RATEABLE VALUE OF SuGAR REFINERIES IN East END oF Lonpon.—Question, 
Sir Thomas Dewar ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long.. = me ms .. 233 
Russo-JAPANESE WAR—INTERRUPTIONS OF Matt SeERVICE.—Questions, Sir John 
Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. - - .. 233 
PostaL TELEGRAMS—ASSIMILATION OF CHARGES FOR CoRRESPONDING WorDS.— 
Question, Sir Robert Hermon-Hodge (Oxfordshire, Henley) ; Answer, Lord 
| Stanley a ne os < es +e on - ‘ea .. 234 
New Roap From Cuarine Cross To MaLu—Date or Opentnc.—Question, Mr. 
Soames (Norfolk, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Balearres.. -. 234 
AGRICULTURAL Banks IN [NDIA.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
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Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. a a me 25 ss - .. 234 
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MAINTENANCE OF County DuBLIn [nFrRMARY.—Question, Mr. Clancy ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 


Pouice at BALLYNAHINCH, County Down.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. + ‘in 


DriLtt Instructors To Roya Irish ConstaBULARY.—Question, Mr. Sloan ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. 


Sourn ArricAaN War—MepaL Awarps—CasE OF GuNNER KELLY.—Question, 
Mr. Cogan (Wicklow, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 
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Answer, Mr. Griffith Boscawen .. - Ne 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


ProposeD Royat Navat RESERVE Station IN Ross-SHIRE.—Question, Mr. Weir 
(Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, The seetase to the aed ai sich 
man, Suffolk, Woodbridge) 


“Centurion’s”’ Gun Sieuts. ne" Mr. Gibson Bowles aad Regis) : 
Answer, Mr. Pretyman .. 


TREATMENT OF Sick AND WounpED So.prers.—Question, Dr. Macnamara 
(Camberwell, N.) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Mr. 
Bromley Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield) “s 


WEEKLY Cost or British Forces 1n Sourn Arrica.—Question, Mr. Edmund 
Robertson (Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. Bromley Davenport 


ACCIDENTS IN TRANSVAAL MinEs.—Questions, Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field), Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield), Mr. Herbert Samuel 
(Yorkshire, Cleveland), Mr. John Burns (Battersea), and Mr. Lough (Isling- 
ton, W.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies as acne 
Warwick and Leamington) ‘ 


TRANSVAAL LaBour ORDINANCE.—Questions, Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Mont- 
gomeryshire), Dr. Macnamara and Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ; Answers, Mr. 
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Earl Percy .. + - 7 os ~ bs Pe ¥ 


Exports or Crina AND Batt CLays.—Guestion, Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent) ; 
Ansv er, The Chancellor of the — asi Austen Chamberlain, Worces- 
tershire. E.) es ‘ Pr i ee 


Estate Duty Orrice.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain 


Corn Tax.—Question, Mr. Black (Banffshire); Answer, Mr. Austen Cham- 
berlain “6 7 Se Be + - “ - es 


Boy SmokeErs.—Question, Dr. Macnamara ; Answer, The Secretary of State 
for the Home Department (Mr. Akers-Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) 


TraDEs Unton Law.—Question, Mr. Edmund Fitzmaurice ; Answer, Mr. Akers- 
Douglas ws 


VIVISECTION.—Question, Mr. Osmond Williams ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas 


BrussELs Sugar ConvENTION.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) .. 


Statistics oF UNEMPLOYED LaBour.—Question, Sir sani Vincent ; Answer, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ws $e oa wi ; 


PostaL Distrispution oF Lorrery CrrcuLars.—Question, Mr. Alexander 
Cross (Glasgow, Camlachie); Answer, The Postmaster-General (Lord 
Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) ne oe ae bc 


Carrsws PostaL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. aedé -Owen ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley es os : ke we ‘ 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING OFF THE IsLAND oF LEwis.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) 
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ArkLow Pier anp Harsour.—Questions, Mr. Cogan (Wicklow, E.) and Mr. 
John Redmond (Waterford) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 2 od 


Dustin Potice CoMMISSION AND THE UNIVERSITY CoMMIssION.—Question, Mr. 
Sloan (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham é 


I:1sh DeveLopment GRant.—Question, Mr. John Redmond; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham .. - ‘ ve i 
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nell; Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. 


LAND Purcuase IN Kerry.—Questions, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell, Mr. Flavin, 
and Mr. Murphy (Kerry, W.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham = v ss 


Lanp PurcHase IN GALWAY.—Questions, Mr. Roche (Galway, E.) and Mr. 
Kilbride (Kildare, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ie ae xs 


PRESIDENTS OF THE QUEEN’S CoLLEGES.—Question, Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, 
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Lower Bann River.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham os 


CasTLE oF ARDANDRA, County Loncrorp.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Victor Cavendish, 
Derbyshire, W.) aie 


Business or THE Hovuse.—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas 


Electric Lighting (London) Bill.—Ordered, ‘“‘ That the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills do examine the Electric Lighting (London) Bill, with 
respect to compliance with the Standing Order relative to Private Bills.” 

—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


NEW BILIS. 


House-Letting (Scotland) Bill.—‘‘ To deal with the system of House-letting 
in the boroughs of Scotland,” presented by Mr. Alexander Cross ; sup- 
ported by Mr. T. W. Russell and Sir John Leng ; to be read a second time 
upon Tuesday, 22nd March, and to be printed. [Bill 79] 


Jurors’ Expenses Bill.—“ To provide for the payment of the Expenses of 
Jurors attending assizes and quarter sessions,” presented by Mr. lloyd- 
Morgan ; supported by Mr. Wharton, Mr. Abel Thomas, and Mr. John 
Hutton ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 22nd March, and to be 


printed. [Bill 77] 


Mortgage of Premises Bill.—‘‘ To amend the Law in regard to the Mort- 
gaging of Premises containing Trade Machinery,” presented by Sir 
William Holland ; supported by Mr. Crombie and Mr. Parkes ; to be read 
a second time upon Tuesday, 22nd March, and to be printed. [Bill 78] 
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Canal T: affic Bill —“‘ To provide for the better regulation of Canal Traffic,” 
presented by Sir William Holland; supported by Sir John Brunner, 
Mr. Crombie, Mr. Emmott, Mr. Field, Mr. Charles Hobhouse, Sir Alfred 
Hickman, Mr. Parkes, Mr. Joseph Walton, Mr. J. H. Whitley, and Mr. 
Wolff ; to be read a second time a we 22nd March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 79] Ke , ‘ 2% wi 


Bills of Exchange Bill.—‘ To provide for the registration of dishonoured 
Bills of Exchange, and to allow summary judgment thereon,” presented 
by Sir William Holland; supported by Mr. Crombie and Mr. Parkes ; 
to be read a second time upon einen 22nd March, and to be printed. 
[Bill 80} - + +s re Ke wa > o- 


Provisional Order (Marriages) Bill.—‘ To enable Provisional Orders 
to be made for removing any invalidity or doubt attaching to marriages 
by reason of some informality,” presented by Mr. Cochrane ; to be read 
a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 81] 


Police (Superannuation) Bill.—‘‘ To amend the Police Act, 1890, with 
respect to the Pensions of Constables who continue to serve after they have 
become entitled to a Pension,” presented by Mr. Cochrane ; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 82] 


Rating of Machinery Bill.—‘ To amend the Law relating to the Rating of 
Hereditaments containing Machinery,” presented by Mr. Chapman ; sup- 
ported by Sir Edward Strachey, Sir William Houldsworth, Sir John Doring- 
ton, Mr. ‘Cawley, Sir William Tomlinson, Mr. Emmott, and Colonel Royds ; 
to be read second time upon Friday, 18th March, and to be printed. [Bill 83] 


School Board Electorate (Scotland) Bill.—‘ To admit to the School 
Board Electorate of Scotland persons entitled to vote for the County 
Council Election,” presented by Mr. Weir ; supported by Mr. Leveson-Gower, 
Mr. Ainsworth, Mr. Cathcart Wason, Mr. John Dewar, Mr. Bignold, Mr. 
Harmsworth, and Mr. Caldwell ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 
15th March, and to be printed. [Bill 84] 


Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) Act (1886) Amendment Bill.—“‘ To amend 
The Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) Act, 1886,” presented by Mr. Weir ; 
supported by Mr. John Dewar, Mr. Leveson-Gower, Mr. Cathcart Wason, 
Mr. Bignold, Mr. Harmsworth, Mr. Ainsworth, and Mr. Caldwell; to be 
read a second time upon Tuesday, 15th March, and tobe printed. [Bill 85] 


Penal Servitude Bill.—‘‘To amend the Law relating to Penal Servitude 
in Eng!and and Wales,” presented by Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas ; to 
be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 86] 


Krne’s Speech (Motion ror aN ApprEss).—{THIRTEENTH Day].—Order 
read, for resuming adjourned debate on Main Question [2nd February], 
“* That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty, as followeth :— 


* Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament as- 
sembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.” —(Mr. Hardy.) 
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Question again proposed. 
Amendment proposed— 


Mr. P. A. McHugh (Leitrim, N.) 
Mr. J. P. Farre'l (Longford, N.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“ At the end of the Question, to add the words, ‘ But we humbly 
represent to Your Majesty that serious Amendments including the 
abolition of the zones system are required in the Irish Land Act of last 
year to prevent the unjust inflation of the price of land in Ireland ; 
and that the powers possessed under that Act by the Estates 
Commissioners and the Congested Districts Board for the acquisition 
of untenanted lands are not sufficient to provide a remedy for the evils 
of congestion by the redistribution of the land among the population 
of the poor districts of the country, without which the Irish Land 
Question can never be settled ; and that a power of compulsory purchase 
of untenanted lands such as the Congested Districts Board unanimously 
asked for in 1895 should be conferred upon that body and upon the 
Estates Commissioners acting under the Land Act of 1903, and that 
provision should be made that sales in cases of congested estates under 
that Act should be made only to the Board or the Estate Commis- 
sioners.’ ’—(Mr. P. A. McHugh.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there added.” 


Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) 

Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.) 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) .. 
Mr. Coghill (Stoke-wpon-T rent) 
Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell (Kerry, wiall 
Mr. O’ Dowd (Sligo, 8.) ‘ 


And it being half-past Seven of the Clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Kina’s Speecu (Motion ror AN AppREss).—Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment [18th February] to Main Question [2nd February], 
“That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty, as followeth :— 


* Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament as- 
sembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.” —(Mr. Hardy.) 


Which Amendment was— 


** At the end of the Question to add the words, ‘ But we humbly 
represent to Your Majesty that serious Amendments, including the 
abolition ofthe zonessystem, are requiredinthe Irish Land Act of last year 
to prevent the unjust inflation of theprice of land in Ireland ; and that the 
powers possessed under that Act by the Estates Commissioners and the 


Page 


263 
279 


285 
293 
297 


302 
305 














Fe 


63 
19 


aS oe a 





ee cee 


ee 











TABLE OF CONTENTS. XXxvii 


Feb. 18.] 


Congested Districts Board for the acquisition of untenanted lands are 
not sufficient to provide a remedy for the evils of congestion by the 
redistribution of the land among the population of the poor districts of the 
country, without which the Irish land question can never be settled ; 
and that a power of compulsory purchase of untenanted lands such as 
the Congested Districts Board unanimously asked for in 1895 should be 
conferred upon that body and upon the Estates Commissioners acting 
under the Land Act of 1903 ; and that provision should be made that 
sales in cases of congested estates under that Act should be made only to 
the Board or the Estates Commissioners.’ ””—(Mr. P. A. McHugh.) 


Question again proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


Mr. O'Dowd .. 

Mr. Flynn (Cork, N “i 

Mr. Fie!d (Dublin, St. Patrick) 

Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, 8S.) 

Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ¥ 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyntham, Dover) rn 
Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwick)  .. . 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland). . 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 124; Noes, 219. (Division List No. 5.) 
Main Question again proposed. 
And, it being after Midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 
Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o’clock. 
HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 19ra FEBRUARY, 1904. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Mid-Cheshire Tramways Bill [u.1.]. Presented, and read 1*.. 


The Lorp CHANcELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 


had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with. 
Manchester Ship Canal (Finance) [H.L.]; Manchester Ship Canal [u.L.] ; 
Young and Bell’s Patents [H.L.]; Southport and Lytham Tramroad (Ex- 
tension of time) [H.L.]; Gosport Water [n.L.]; New River Company 
[u.t.]; New Zealand Loan and Mercantile Agency iain [H. oe The 
same were ordered to lie on the Table - 


Ilford Urban District Council Bill [u.L.]; Lothians Electric Power Bill [#..]; 


Barnard Castle Gas Bill [u.u.]; Cardiff Railway Bill [u.u.]. Read 2*, and 
committed. The Committees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 
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Appleby Corporation Gas Bill [x...] ; Bournemouth Corporation (Tram- 


ways) Bill [u.t.]; Chesterfield Gas and Water Board Bill [H..]; Filey 
Improvement Bill [H.L.]; Preston Corporation Water Bill [H.L.]; Shipley 
Urban District Council Bill [#.L.] ; South Staffordshire Mines Drainage 
Bill [H.1.]; Tynemouth Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Barry Railway (Ex- 
tension of Time, etc.) Bill UH. L.]; Weston- — Mare Grand Pier Bill 
[H.L.]. Committed .. : es 8 


Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Bill [u.u.]; Bridlington Corporation Bill 


[H.L.] ; Bristol Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Buxton Urban District Council 
Bill [H.L.] ; Chesterfield Corporation (Tramways and Improvements) 
Bill [H.t.]; Derwent Valley Water Board Bill [H.L.]; Ebbw Vale 
Urban District Water Bill [H.L.]; Harrogate Waterworks Tramroad 
Bill [H.L.] ; Holywood Tramways Bill [H.L.] ; Huddersfield Corporation 
Act, 1902 (Amendment) Bill [#.L.]; Ipswich Dock Commission Bill 
[H.L.]; Leeds Corporation (Waterworks) Railway Bill [H.L.]; Man- 
chester Corporation Tramways Bill [H.L.]; Mersey Docks and Harbour 
Board Bill [H.L.]; Milwr and District Mines Drainage Bill [H.L.]; Mine- 
head Urban District Council Water Bill [H.L.] ; Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Corporation Bill [H.1.] ; Nuneaton and Chilvers Coton Urban District 
Council Bill [H.L.]; Oakengates, Dawley, and District Joint Water 
Board Bill [H.L.] ; Ulster Electric Power Bill [H.L.] ; Weaver Navigation 
(Additional Finance) Bill [H.L.]; Preston and Blackburn Trar-ways 
Bill [H.L.] ; Weaver Navigation (Constitution and Finance) Bill [#...] ; 

Withnell Gas Bill [#-.1.] ; “Lancashire Electric Power Bill [u.L.]; West 
Riding Tramways Bill [H.L.!; Cambrian Railways Bill [H.L.]; Tyne- 

mouth Gas Bill [H.1.]; Neath, Pontardawe, and Brynaman Railway 
Bill [.1.]; Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill [#.L.]; Barry 
Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill [H.L.]; Harlow and Sawbridgeworth Gas 
Bill [H.t.]; York Town and Blackwater Gas Bill [H.L.]; Matlock and 
District Gas Bill [H.1.]; Portmadoc, Beddgelert, and South Snowdon 
Railway Bill [H.L.]; Great Western Railway Bill [H.L.]. Committed. 
The Committees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection. . . 


PETITION. 


Local Authorities (Qualification of Women) Bill [x...].—Petition in favour 
of ; of Corporation of Lewisham; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Navy (New Scueme or Trarntne).—-Reports of the members of the Interview 
Committee on the selection of candidates for nomination as Naval Cadets. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Loan Socreties.—Abstract of accounts of loan societies in England and Wales 
furnished to the Central Office for the Registry of Friendly Societies, for the 


year 


ended 3lst December, 1902. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act 


and ordered to lie on the Table .. 


Sranpinc CommiTreE.—Ordered, That a Standing Com.nitiee be appointed 
for the consideration of such Public Bills as a be committed to it by the 
House oe * we aa : pen ° oe os 
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CoMMITTEE OF SELECTION FoR THE STANDING CommiTTEE.—Appointed : The 


Lords following, with the Chairman of Committees, were named of the Com- 
mittee :— 


age 


E. Cowper. 

E. Stanhope. 

E. Waldegrave. 

45 V. Churchill. 

L. Balfour. 

L. Boyle (£. Cork and Orrery.) 
L. Ribblesdale. 

L. Kintore (EZ. Kintore). 





NEW BILL. 


Bishopric of Bristol Bill [#.1.].—A Bill for re-arranging the Boundaries of 
the Dioceses of Bristol and Gloucester and Bath and Wells—Was presented 
by the Lord Archbishop of Canterbury (for the Lord Bishop of Bristol) ; 
read 1*; and tobe printed. (No. 13).. ee ra at ve 1 OMe 


Newcastle Chapter Amendment Bill [x.1.]|—{Seconp Reapina.]—Order 
of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Se eee 


The Lord Bishop of St. Albans ‘“s = se és és .. 347 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*”’—(The Lord Bishop of St. Albans.) 
On Question, Motion agreed to. 
Bill read 2%, and committed to a Committee of the whole House. 
FiscaL Poticy—Dvties on Imports.—Order of the Day read for the adjourned 


debate on the Motion of the Earl of Crewe, to resolve, “ That no duty 
upon imports into the United Kingdom from Foreign Countries, or from 


b5 British Colonies and Dependencies, should be imposed, modified, or re- 
moved, without the formal consent of Parliament to each such proposal ; ” 
and on the Amendment moved by the Marquess of Salisbury to the fore- 
going Motion, viz. :— 
“To leave out all the words after ‘that’ for the purpose of in- 
serting the following words, viz.: ‘This House, while affirming the 
16 constitutional doctrine that all the fiscal arrangements of this country 
must be subject to the full and effective control of Parliament over 
taxation, is not prepared to lay down rules for the guidance of future 
Parliaments as to the exact method in which such control should be 
exercised by them in cases which may hereafter arise.’ ” 
The Duke of Devonshire ; a “ = .. 348 
16 The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury acs ae ay .. 364 
Lord James of Hereford as ay 2 - .. 369 
Lord Burghclere oa ve <a Ke ee re se .. 379 
Lord Farrer .. i + - is ¥ ‘. wa .. 389 
Ear! Carrington ua ee ze Be ne .. 393 
i the Marquess of Northampton és ms és aa we .. 398 
Lord Robertson a a sia o* whe wi in .. 404 
Earl Cadogan os as - me - ~ Ke .. 413 
Earl Spencer .. .. 423 


7 The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The M arquess of Lansdowne). . 430 
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On Question, whether the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Motion, their Lordships divided. 


Contents, 47 ; Not-Contents, 98. 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


House Adjourned at Twelve o'clock, to Monday next, a quarter 
before Eleven o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 19TH FEBRUARY, 1904. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivaTE Bits (STANDING ORDER 62 ComPLieD WirH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, 
Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :—Baker Street and 
Waterloo Railway Bill; Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway 
Bill ; Great Northern and City Railway (Extension of Time) Bill ; Humber 
Commercial Railway and Dock Bill; North Staffordshire Railway Bill ; 
Surrey Commercial Dock Bill. Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 


time i re es a or ee ix a .. 443 
Kilmarnock Vorporation Order Confirmation Bill.—Considered ; to be 
read the third time upon Monday next .. Re re - os .. 443 
PETITIONS. 


Iucences (RENEWAL).—Petitions against alteration of Law: From Onslow 
Square ; Moss Side ; Rivington ; Wallsend ; Saffron Walden ; Parton ; Hatch 
Beauchamp ; Heart Brook; Wolverhampton; Gosport; Havant; New- 
burn; West Cramlington; Preston (two); Winchmore Hill; Cartmel ; 
Dewsbury ; West Allotment ; Deptford ; Alexander M‘Nabb and others ; 
North Walbottle ; Mostyn; Port Talbot; Plasmore ; Eastbourne ; Clay- 
ton le Moors ; Mossy Lea ; Greenock ; Noel Park; Belmont ; Llangranog ; 
Hermon ; Bedford; Tynant; Women’s Christian Temperance Associa- 
tion ; Manchester ; Anfield ; Capel Drindod ; Five Oak Green ; South Ocken- 
den ; Dolton ; Llandilo ; Llanwchllyn ; Liverpool ; Carmarthen ; Falmouth ; 
Measham ; East Somerset ; Melbourne ; and New Barnet ; to lie upon the 


Table “e ae me ‘i bed = art a ne .. 443 
Marriage with a Deceased Wife's oceel Bill.—Petition from Washford, 

against ; to lie upon the Table .. oa as e ‘ .. 444 
SoutH Arrica (CHINESE Lazour).—Petition from Guildford, agai st estal:!ish- 

ment ; to lie upon the Table .. os ns “s as : 144 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Navy (New ScHEME oF TRAINING).—Copy presented, of Reports of Members of 
the Interview Committee on the selection of Candidates for nominations as 
Naval Cadets [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. eh Nea -. 444 
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PaPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Hovuse.—Loan Societies.— 
Abstract of Accounts of Loan Sociecies in England and Wales to 31st Decem- 
ber, 1902, furnished to the Central Office for the Lsciciied of =" 
Societies [by Act] . - 444 


ADJOURNMENT.—Resolved, That this House, at the rising of the House this day, 
do adjourn till Monday next.—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.).. ‘ i .. 444 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Tanat VALLEY RatLway—INcREASED GOVERNMENT GRANT.—Question, Mr. 
Seymour Ormsby-Gore (Lincolnshire, Gainsborough) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour sa - =a ¥ - as = “a - .. 444 


INCREASED Harspour ACCOMMODATION AT ANSTRUTHER, FIFE.—Question, 
Captain Ellice (St. Andrews Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour .. .» 445 





|  ConstiTuTION oF ConsuLAR SERVICE.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr 





Tydvil) ; Answer, Earl Percy .. x aia Pe P oa .. 445 
ALIENS WorkING IN BritisH Coat Mines.—Questions, Mr. Markham (Notting- 
hamshire, Mansfield) ; Answers, Mr. Akers-Douglas .. a - .. 446 
Evectriciry IN Mines—Report oF CoMMITTEE.—Question, Mr. Markham ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas Ie ay ‘e ste 5 ia .. 447 
443 Irish VALUATION CoMMITTEE.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson ao ba as ia $65 oa Ba re .. 447 
443 INCREASED Pay TO JOINERS IN NAVAL ORDNANCE DEPARTMENTS.—Question, Mr. 
Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) ; Answer, Mr. Arthur Lee... - .. 447 
InpIAN Native STATES ADMINISTERED BY PoLiTIcAL AGENTS.—Question, Sir 
| Mancherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. 448 
, Construction or Prer aT BUNERANA.—Question, Mr. O’ Doherty (Donegal, N.); 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. ¥ - a ee £5 2 .. 448 
Irish ANCIENT MONUMENTS, GREENAN HILL.—Question, Mr. O’Doherty ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. <3 ‘a se ‘ ni es .. 448 
Gun Licences In IRELAND—CaAsE OF Mr. JAMES FLYNN.—Question, Mr. 
Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. “a .. 449 
443 Promotion oF Pouice AT BELFAST.—Question, Mr. Sloan; Answer, Mr.Wyndham 449 
3RD BaTtraLion Kinq’s Roya Rir.es.-—Question, Captain Ellice ; Answer, Mr. 
444 | Arnold-Forster .. oe s ak “a <5 rs he .. 
SALE oF SurPLUS War Srores—ActTuaL ReEcErpts.—Question, Mr. Buchanan 
144 (Perthshire, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster és - i -. 450 


INDIAN AND COLONIAL CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE ARMY.—Question, Mr. Buchanan ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ws os aa cs ae oo .. 450 


ERECTION OF BARRACKS AT DINGWALL.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Crom- 
444 _ arty); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster_ .. PP re ae a .. 451 
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Krne’s Speeca (Motion ror AN ApprEss). [FourteentH Day.]—Order read, 
for resuming adjourned debate on Main Question [2nd February], “ That an 
humble Address be presented to His Majesty, as followeth— 


** Most Gracious Sovereign— 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, 
beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the Gracious Speech 
which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of Parliament.”—(Mr. 

* Hardy.) Main question again proposed. . 


Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr -_ il) .. 
Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) ‘ = 


Amendment proposed— 


** At the end of the Question, to add the words, ‘ And further we 
desire humbly to express our regret that, in view of the distress arising 
from lack of employment, Your Majesty’s advisers have not seen fit to 
recommend the creation of a Department and Minister of Labour fully 
empowered, inter alia, to deal effectively, acting in conjunction with 
local administrative authorities, with such lack of employment, mainly 
by the execution of necessary public works, afforestation, and further by 
encouraging an increase in the numbers of those employed in agricultural 
pursuits.’ °—(Mr. Keir Hardie.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) .. 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, ‘Poplar) 
Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, Romford) 

Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) ne 
Mr. David Maclver (Liverpool, Kirkdale). . 
Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) 

Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs).. 

Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) 

Sir William Tomlinson (Preston) .. 

The President of the Local Government Board Mr. Walter Long, B Bristol, S. s:) 
Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) . : 

Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S. ) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 151 ; Noes, 231. (Division List No. 6.) 
Main Question: again proposed. 


Mr. Akers Doua.as rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 232 ; Noes, 139. (Division List No. 7.) 


Question put accordingly, and agreed to. 
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Resolved, “‘ That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty, as 
followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 

“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament as- 
sembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty for the 
Gracious Speech which Your Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.” 


To be presented by Privy Councillors and Members of His Majesty’s House- 
hold 


SuprLy.—Resolved, That this House will, upon Monday next, resolve itself 


into a Committee to consider of the Supply to be granted to His Majesty. 


Ordered, That the several Estimates presented to this House during the 
present session be referred to the Committee of —- —(Mr. Victor 
Cavendish.) .. - - ‘o - we ‘ - “ 


or 
— 
or 


Ways Aanp Means.—Resolved, That this House will, upon Monday next, resolve 


itself into a Committee to consider of the Ways and Means for raising the 
Supply to be granted to His Majesty.—( Mr. Victor Cavendish.) on -. 515 


NEW BILLS, 


Corrace Homes.—Bil] to authorise the provision of Cottage Homes for the aged 


poor, ordered to be brought in by Mr. John Hutton, Mr. Wharton, Mr. 
Brigg, Sir Ernest Flower, Sir Walter Foster, Mr. Goulding, Mr. Paulton., 
Mr. Joseph Pease, Mr. T. W. Russell, and Sir William Wilson-Todd. 


Cottage Homes Bill.—* To authorise the provision of Cottage Homes for the 


aged poor,’ pion and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Friday, 6th May, and to be printed. [Bill 87. ] 


wt 
_ 
or 


LocaL AuTHORITIES’ OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION.—Bill to enable Local Author- 


ities to adopt the provisicns of the Poor Law Officers’ Superannuation Act, 
1896, ordered to be brought in by Captain Jessel, Mr. Hay, Mr. Bell, Mr. 
Galloway, Mr. Louis Sinclair, Sir Carne Rasch, Dr. Rutherfoord Harris, Mr. 
Atherley-Jones, and Mr. Bill. 


Local Authorities’ Officers’ Superannuation Bill—‘ To enable Local 


Authorities to adopi the provisions of the Poor Law Officers’ Superannua- 
tion Act, 1896,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday, 29th February, and to be printed. [Bill 88.].. a eo 515 


Sate or Burrer.—Bill to amend the Law with regard to the Sale of Butter, 


ordered to be brought in by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes, Mr. Long, and Mr. 
Solicitur-General for Ireland. 


Sale of Butter Bill—“ To amend the Law with regard to the Sale of Butter,” 


presented, and read i first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday 


next, and to be printed. [Bill 89. os fs + és so oo 516 
VOL, CXXX. [FourtH Series. ] € 
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Does.—Bill to consolidate and amend the enactments relating to injury to 
live stock by Dogs, and otherwise to amend the Law relating to Dogs, 
ordered to be brqught in by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes, Mr. Long, and Mr. 
Solicitor-General. 


Dogs Bill.—‘ To consolidate and amend the enactments relating to injury to 
live stock by Dogs, and otherwise to amend the Law relating to Dogs,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 90.] A ae 


Adjourned at ten minutes before Six o’clock till Monday next. 


HOUSE OF LORDS.—MONDAY, 22np FEBRUARY, 1904. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


THE Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with. Preston 
and Lytham Tramways and Tramroad. The same was ordered to lie on 


Table 


New Zealand Loan and Mercantile Agency Company Bill [x.1.]. The 
Lord Balfour informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was with- 
drawn ‘ wn ‘ ‘ 


Gosport Water Bill [u.1.]. Read 2*, and committed. The Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection Re me A as 


New River Company F [u.1.].—Read 2°, and committed 


Manchester Ship Canal (Finance) Bill [u.1.]; Isle of Thanet Light Railways 
Bill [#..] ; Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power Bill [H.L.].— 
Redd 2*, and committed. The Committees to be proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Selection a = - xe + - “ am 


Leicestershire and Warwickshire Electric Power Bill [...].—Liverpool 
and London and Globe Insurance Company Bill [#.u.]; London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railway Bill [u..]. Read 2*, and committed : 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill [.1.]Metropolitan Railway Bill 
[u.L.]. Read 2*, and committed. The Committees to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection .. ig oe wa te oe oa ne 


West Metropolitan pad (Abandonment) Bill [z.1.] ais ia 
Hotel Company Bill [a..]. Read 24, and committed. . oe 


Preston, Chorley, and Horwich Tramways Bill [x.1.].—Read 2", and com- 
mitted. The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection’!' ae 


Govan Burgh Electricity 1 [u.1.],—Read 2", and committed om “is 
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Manchester Ship Canal Bill [1.L.] —Southport and Lytham Tramroad (Ex- 
tension of Time) Bill [H.L.]. Read 2*. and committed. The Committees to 
be proposed by the Committee of Sesection 


New Zealand Loan and mea Agency atta Bili (a. L. ].—Read 2 
and committed .. ais a os - 


Belfast and North-East Ireland Electricity and Power Gas Bill [x..].— 
Read 2* (according to order), and committed. The Committee to be pro- 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. . as ie se ae os 


West Metropolitan Railway (Extension of Time) Bill [1.1.}.—The Lorp 
Ba.Four informed the House that the Promoters do not intend to proceed 
further with the Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be not further proceeded with 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ComMERCIAL, No. 2 (1904).—Reports by His Majesty’s Representatives Abroad 
on bounties other than those on shipping and navigation paid by the State 
in the countries in which they reside (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, Commercial, No. 7. (1895), [(Cd. 7897]. 


CoMMERCIAL TRAVELLERS. 


Memorandum summarising the regulations in force in Foreign Countries with 
regard to British commercial travellers. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Universities (ScortanpD) Act.—Anunual statistical report by the University 
Court of the University of Aberdeen to the Secretary for Scotland, under the 
provisions of Section 30 of the Universities (Scotland) Act, for the year 

1902-1903. Laid before the House ieanaai to ais and ordered to lie on 
the Table .. , ‘ sr - ea 


THE IrisH Lanp Act. 
Lord Muskerry - ne ‘2 = ey “ via ‘6 


Moved to resolve, ‘* That the failure of the Land Act, 1903, to settle the land 
question, to promote goodwill between landlord and tenant, or even to 
check emigration, is due to the facts that the only classes it proposes to 
benefit are the substantial farmers already amply benefited by previous 
legislation, and that practically nothing has been done for the small 
tenants and cottiers, while at the same time the employment of labour 
has been, and will be still more, seriously affected by the displacement 
and exile of a residential proprietary and of the employing classes 
dependent on them ; and therefore it is advisable to suspend the working 
of the said Act, as well as the further action of the Land Commission 
dealing with the fixing of rents, until such time as a proper inquiry can 
be made into the effect of such legislation on the poorer classes in Ire- 
land.” —(Lord Muskerry.) 
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The Duke of Abercorn a ‘s Ae * SA bre .. 525 
The Lord Chancellor of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne). . ws ~ .. 526 

Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. | 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE STANDING CoMMITTEE.—Report from, That 
the Committee have nominated the following Lords to serve on the Standing 
Con mittee— 





L. Archbishop of Canterbury. 
E. Halsbury. (L. Chancellor.) 
L. Archbishop of York. | 
2. Vane. (M. Londonderry.) (L. President.) 

M. Salisbury. (L. Privy Sea!.) 

D. Bedford. 

D. Devonshire. 

D. Northumberland. i 
M. Lansdowne. j 


M. Path. i 
E. Clarendon. (L. Chamberlain.) | 
E. Derby. 
E. Denbigh. 
E. Stamford. ; 
E. Chesterfield. 

E. Jersey. 

{. Lauderdale. 

E. Carnwath. < 
E. Stanhope. 


1. Waldegrave. 

". Portsmouth. 

}. Hardwicke. 

i. Spencer. 

. Malmesbury. 

{. Westmeath. 

Belmore. 

Onslow. 
Grey. 
©. Morley. 
{. Cawdor. 

. Camperdown. 

i. Lichfield. 

. Yarborough. 

). Dartrey. 

1. Northbrook. | 
i. Lytton. 

j. Selborne. 

2. Ancaster. | 
). Crewe. 

”, Falkland. 

”, Gordon (£. Aberdeen), 

. Hutchinson (£. Donoughmore). 

’. Hampden. 

. Cross. 

. Ashcombe. 

. Hawkesbury. 

.. Stanmore. 


—_ 
it. 
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7 L. Davey. 
- L. Burghclere. 
L. James. 
V. Knutsford. 
[ V. Llandaff. 


V. Goschen. 
V. Ridley. 
V.Churchill. 
L. Bp. London. 
L. Bp. Hereford. 
L. Bp. Rochester. 
L. Zouche of Haryngworth. 
L. Windsor. 
L. Clifford, of Chudleigh. 
L. Barnard. 
L. Saltoun. 
L. Balfour. 
L. Boyle (Z. Cork and Orrery). 


L. Kenyon. 





L. Stewart of Garlies (Z. Galloway). 
| L. Ribblesdale. 
L. Harris. 


i LL. Rosebery (E. Rosebery). 
L. Kilmarnock (EZ. Errol). 
L. Poltimore. 
IL. Denman. 
i L. Kintore (2. Kintore). 
| L. Leigh. 
L. Elgin (2. Elgin and Kincardine). 
L. Belper. 
L. Brougham and Vaux. 
L.. Kinnaird. 
L. Lawrence. 
L. Wolverton. 
L. Sandhurst. 
L. Aberdare. 
L. Norton. 
| L. Reay. 
L. Tweedmouth. 
L. Northbourne. 
L. Herries. 
L. Monkswell. 
L. Ashbourne. 
L. Thring. 
L. Macnaghten 
L. Heneage. 
j L. Ludlow. 
| L. Glanusk. 
L. Avebury. 
L. Alverstone. 
L. Allerton. 


Read, and ordered to lie on the Table .. ae si eo re eo 830 


Adjourned at ten minutes past Five o’clock, till To-morrow, half-past 
Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 22xp FEBRUARY, 1901. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 
UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Brits (SranpiInc OrpER 62 coMPLIED witH).—Mr. SpeaKeER laid 
upon the the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 
Midland Railway Bill, Watford and District Tramways (Extension of Time) 
Bill. Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time .. 


Private Britis [Lorps].—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in respect of the Bills 
comprised in the List reported by the Chairman of Ways: and Means as 
intended to originate in the House of Lords, he has certified that the Stand- 
ing Orders have been complied with in the following case, viz. :—Preston 
and Lytham Tramways and Tramroad .. 


Electric Lighting (London) Bill (Sranpinc Orpers APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, pursuant to the Order of the House 
of the 18th dav of this instant February, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied 
with, viz. :—Electric Lighting (London) Bill 





Brixham Gas Bill; Great Northern Railway Bill; London, Camberwell, 
and Dulwich Tramways Bill; Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Railway 
Bill; North-Western Electricity and Power Gas Bill; Ryde Gas Bill; 
Southend-on-Sea Gas Bill. Read a second time, and committed Me 


Kilmarnock Corporation Order Confirmation Bill.—Read the third time, 
and passed .. ‘“ a oa is aa " “2 


Clyde Navigation (Shieldhall Dock) Bill.—‘‘ To authorise the trustees 
of the Clyde Navigation to construct a dock at Shieldhall, and other works : 
to borrow additional money ; and for other purposes,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time. . : 


Clyde Navigation (Works) Bill.—‘“ To authorise the trustees of the Clyde 
Navigation to construct quays, wharves, and basins at Yorkhill and Merk- 
lands, and river walls, tramways, and other works ; to make further pro- 
vision with respect to the storage of goods, tolls, and rates, and the borrowing 
of additional money ; and for other purposes,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time.. 


Potice AnD Sanirary Commirree.—Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That the Committee of Selection do nominate a Committee, not exceeding 
Eleven Members, to be called the Police and Sanitary Committee, to whom 
shall be committed all Private Bills promoted by municipal and other local 
authorities by which it is proposed to create powers relating to Police or 
Sanitary Regulations in conflict with, deviation from, or excess of the pro- 
visions of the general Law. 


“ That Standing Orders 150 and 173a apply to all such Bills. 
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“ That Four be the quoru m of the Committee. 


“That if the Committee shall report to the Committee of Selection 
that any Clauses of any Bill referred to them (other than Clauses containing 
police and sanitary regulations) are such, as having regard to the terms 
of reference it is not in their opinion necessary or advisable for them to deal 
with, the Committee of Selection shall thereupon refer the Bill to a Select 
Committee, who shal! consider those Clauses and so much of the Preamble 
of the Bill as relates thereto, and shall determine the expenditure (if any) 
to be authorised in respect of the parts of the Bill referred to them. That 
the Committee shall deal with the remaining Clauses of such Bill, and so much 
of the Preamble as relates thereto, and shall determine the period and 
mode of repayment of any money authorised by the Select Committee to 
be borrowed and shall report the whole Bill to the House, stating in their 
Report what parts of the Bill have been considered by each Committee. 


“ That the Committee have power, if they so determine, to sit as two 
Committees, and in that event to apportion the Billsreferred tothe Committee 
between the two Committees, each of which shall have the full powers of, 
and be subject to the instructions which apply to, the undivided Committee, 
and that Three be the quorum of each of the two Committees.”— 
(Mr. Cochrane.) 


Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) “ +“ ao oe 
And, it being a quarter past Two of the Clock, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


PETITIONS. 


Licence Ho.tpers.—Petition for redress of grievances : Whitby ; and Bollington 


and Butley ; to lie upon the Table 


Licences (RENEWAL).—Petitions against alteration of Law: from Bradford ; 


Northumberland ; Manchester ; Kirkcaldy (two) ; Rochdale ; Liskeard (two) ; 
Billshill ; Port Mulgrave ; Market Drayton ; Melbury ; Castleton ; Leigh ; 
Bannockburn ; Sandgate ; Chester ; Bedford ; Ilford ; Hounslow ; Ratcliffe ; 
Ongar; Waterford; Bromley by Bow; Liverpool; Finedon (two); Kin- 
cardine ; Berwick; North Salford; Penmoch; Llwynfriod; Swelson ; 
Llwynygroes; Longsight; Weston-super-Mare; Salford; Newcastle-on- 
Tyne; North Hants; Handsworth ; Smethwick ; St. Mellons; and New- 
bridge ; to lie upon the Table .. - as ne er as - 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PARLIAMENTARY CONSTITUENCIES (ELEcTors, ETC.) (UNITED KinGpom).— 


Return presented, relative thereto [Address, 3rd February; Sir Charles 
Dilke] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 69.] 


UNIVERSITY OF ABERDEEN.—Copy presented, of Annual Statistical Report by 


the University Court of the University of Aberdeen for 1902-3 [by — 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 70.] ‘ “a ‘ 


reside [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


. 2, 1904).—Copy presented, of Reports by 
His Majesty’s Representatives Abroad on Bounties other than those on 
Shipping and Navigation paid by the State in the countries in which satel 
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Rent Dispute on THE Erne Estare.—Questions, Mr. Edward Mitchell (Fer- 
managh, N.), Mr. T. W. Russell, and Mr. Delany ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham.. 


IrtsH LAnGuaGE IN Ir1sH ScHooits.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, 
W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Irish LAND PurcHAase—PuBLic TRUSTEE.—Questions, Mr. Roche (Galway, E.) 
and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham as : ‘ 


TREDENNICK Estatre.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham. . 


Cork Post Orrice TELEGRAPH LEARNERS.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, 
College Green) ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. 


Motion FoR ADJOURNMENT—TRANSVAAL LapourR OrpINANcCE.—Dr. Macna- 
MARA rose in his place and asked leave to move the Adjournment of the 
House for the purpose of discussing a definite matter of urgent public 
importance, viz., “‘ The promulgation of the Ordinance providing for the 
introduction of Indentured Chinese Labour into the Transvaal before the 
Ordinance and its 1egulations have been discussed by the House of Commons 
in their complete and operative form ” ; but the pleasure of the House not 
having been signified, Mr. SPEAKER called on those Members who supported 
the Motion to rise in their places, and not less than forty Members having 
accordingly risen :—The Motion stood over, under Standing Order No. 10, 
until the Evening Sitting this day 


NEW BILLS. 


Trades Unions and Trade Disputes (No. 2) Bill.—'To legalise the peaceful 
conduct of Trade Disputes and to alter the Law affecting the liabilicy 
of Trade Union Funds,” presented by Sir Charles Dilke ; supported by Mr. 
Keir Hardie ; to be read a second time upon Friday, 25th March, and to be 


printed. [Bill 91] 


Housing of the Working Classes, etc., Bill.—‘ To «mend the Law relating 
to the Housing of the Working Classes, to amend the Law of Rating, and 
to establish Fair Rent Courts,” presented by Mr. Nannetti; supported by 
Mr. Harwood, Mr. Field, Captain Norton, Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. Bell, Mr. 
Crooks, Sir Fortescue Flannery, Mr. Joyce, Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Fenwick, 
Mr. Jacoby, and Mr. Logan ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 22nd 
March, and to be printed. [Bill 92] 


Liquor Traffic Local Veto Bill.—‘‘ To enable localities by a direct vote to 
prevent the issue of Licences for the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors,” pre- 
sented by Mr. Whittaker ; supported by Sir Wilfrid Lawson, Mr. Henry J. 
Wilson, Mr. Burt, Mr. Channing, Mr. Cameron, and Mr. Rigg; to be read a 
second time upon Friday, 25th March, and to be printed. [Bill 93.] 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.* 


Army (SupPLEMENTARY) Estimates, 1903-4. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £2,700,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which 
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will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
71 March, 1904, for Additional Expenditure, in respect of the following Army 

Services, viz. :— 

72 Vote 1.—Pay, &c., of the Army - - - - - - 2,000,000 
Vote 6.—Transport and Remounts - - - - - - 2,100,000 
Vote 7.—Provisions, Forage, and other Supplies - . - 2,030,000 
72 ———_— 
. Total - - - £6,130,000 
73 Excess Agatpeintions- in- Aid (Votes 1, 6, 1, 9, ona 10) - - 3,430,000 
" i 

The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.). . ~o =SS 
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Motion made and Question proposed, “ That Item, Vote 1, Sub-head F (B), 
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—(Mr, Buchanan.) 
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Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 128 ; Noes, 197. (Division List No. 8). 
Original Question again proposed :— 


And, it being after half-past Seven of the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair 
to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Cuinese Lasour IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Adjournment (under Standing Order 
No. 10). 


Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) .. 
Mr. Whitley (Halijaz) 


Motion made and Question proposed, ‘“‘ That this House do now adjourn.” — 
(Dr. Macnamara.) 


Sir John Gorst (Cambridge heaps: 

Mr. Bell (Derby) ; 

Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket)... 

Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) 
Colonel Sandys (Lancashire, Bootle) 

Mr. Ellis Gifford (Anglesey). . 

Sir Frederick Banbury (( Camberwell, ‘Peckham. ) 

Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) , fa fe cn ics és 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Lyttelton, Warwick, and 
Leamington) ‘ ats a3 < ig is : 

Mr. Asquith ( (Fifeshire, BE.) . 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 156 ; Noes, 212. (Division List No. 9). 


Wild Birds Protection Acts Amendment Bill.—Considered in Committee, 
and reported, without Amendment ; to be read the third time this day. 


Inquiry inTO CHARITIES (County BorovuGH oF BoLron).—Return ordered, 
“comprising (1) the Reports made to the Charity Commissioners, in the 
result of an inquiry held in the county borough of Bolton into endowments, 
subject to the provisions of the Charitable Trusts Acts, 1853 to 1894, and 
appropriated in whole or in part for the benefit of that county borough, or of 
any part thereof, together with the Report on those endowments 
of the Commissioners for inquiring concerning Charities, 1818 to 1837 ; 
(2) a Digest showing whether any, and, if any, what such endowments are 
recorded in the books of the Charity Commissioners in the county borough ; 
and (3) an Index, alphabetically arranged, of names and places mentioned in 
the Reports.” —(Mr. Griffith- Boscawen.) 
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House or Commons (KitcHEN AND REFRESHMENT Rooms). 


Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed to control the arrange- 
ments for the Kitchen and Refreshment Rooms in the Department of the 
Serjeant-at-Arms attending this House. 


Ordered, That the Committee do consist of seventeen Members. 


The Committee was accordingly nominated of—Mr. James Bailey, Mr. 
Broadhurst, Mr.Cremer, Mr. Dalziel, Sir Horatio Davies, Sir Thomas Firbank, 
Mr. Hudson, Mr. Jacoby, Colonel Lockwood, Mr. Lonsdale, Dr. MacDonnel, 
Mr. Malcolm, Mr. George Ormsby-Gore, Mr. Pierpoint, Mr. Power, Mr. 
William Redmond, and Sir Harry Samuel. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records. 


Ordered, That Three be the quorum.—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) .. 


Adjourned at fourteen minutes after Twelve o’clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. TUESDAY, 23rn FEBRUARY, 1904. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Clyde Valley Electrical Power Bill [1...].—And also the Certificate that the 
standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have not been complied 
with :—Marylebone Chapels (St. James, Westmoreland Street) (Petition for 
Bill). The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Preston and Lytham Tramways and Tramroad Bill [1...].—Presented, and 
read 1* ... be a3 i “i ee ie es a at 


Young and Bell’s Patents Bill [1.1.}.—Read 2", and committed 


Middlesborough, Stockton-on-Tees, and Thorley Tramways Bill ; London 
United Tramways (Railways) Bill. The order of Thursday last referring 
the Examiners’ Certificates of non-compliance with the Standing Orders to 
the Standing Orders Committee on Thursday next, discharged 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (ScoTLanp) Act, 1899.—Report from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the House as the 
panel of Lords to act as Commissioners under the Act, viz. :—L. Herries, 
L. Muncaster ; agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed accordingly 


Kilmarnock Corporation Order Confirmation Bill—Brought from the 
Commons ; read 1* ; to be printed ; and (pursuant to the Private Legisla- 
tion Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899) deemed to have been read 2* [The 
Lord Kintore (£. Kintore), and reported from the Committee. (No. 14.) 


PETITIONS. 


WEIcuTs AND Mrasures (Metric System) Bit (#.L.].—Petitions in favour of ; 
of the Provost, etc., of Selkirk ; Corporation of Folkestone ; Corporation of 
Stockport ; Corporation of Chatham ; Provost, etc., of Inverness ; Corpora- 
tion of Brighton ; Nottingham Chamber of Commerce ; Sheffield Chamber of 
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Commerce ; Liverpool Chamber of Commerce ; Wolverhampton Chamber 
of Commerce ; London Association for the Protection of Trade ; and Town 
and County Councils, Merchants, Members of Chambers of Commerce, 
Schoolmasters, Teachers, Ministers of Religion, Shop keepers and Retailers, 
Manufacturers, Engineers, Trades Unions, Members of Trades Unions and 
Workmen, and others. Read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INTERMEDIATE EpvucaTIoNn ([RELAND).—Rule made by the Intermediate Educa- 
tion Board of Ireland in substitution for Rule 28 of Ist May, 1903 .. 


Universities (ScoTLanp) Act.—Annual Report on the state of the finances of the 
University of Aberdeen under the provisions of Section 30 of the Act.. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Weights and Measures (Metric System) Bill [n.u.] [Seconp Reaprne.].— 
Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 
Lord Belhaven of Stenton 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2* .—(Lord Belhaven and Stenton.). 


Lord Colchester 

Lord Kelvin 

Lord Wolverton 

Earl Spencer. 

The Secretary of ‘State jor Foreign Affairs ( The Marquess of Lansdowne 
The Earl of Rosebery. . bia = 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (The Earl of Selborne) 

The Duke of Rutland. . 

Lord Tweedmouth 


On Question, Bill read 2"—and referred to a Select Committee. 


Tue; PARLIAMENTARY Session. 


Lord Newton 

The Secretary of State sa Foreign Affairs (The Marquess a " Lands- 
downe) j ; : a 

Lord Tweedmouth 

The Earl of Rosebery 

Lord Balfour of seal 

Lord Newton 


Sea FisHertes Brtt.—The following Lords were named of the Select Com- 
mittee— 
M. Abercorn. (D. Abercorn.) 
Onslow. 
Yarborough. 


E 
L. Meldrum. (M. Huntly.) 
L 
L 


by 


. Tweedmouth. 
. Northbourne. 
Heneage. 


x 


The Committee to appoint their own Chairman. os os oe 


Page 


673 


674 


674 


674 


709 











ge 


9 
0 


aa SYS ™ OI OC 


we AN I Y 








VOL, 
\ 


Feb. 23.) 


TABLE OF CONTENTS, xlix 
Page 


House or Lorps Orrices.—Select Committee appointed : the Lords following 
with the Lord Chancellor, the Lord President, the Lord Privy Seal, and the 
Chairman of Committees, were named of the Committee— 


D. 
M. 
M. 
M. 
. Clarendon. (L. Chamberlain.) 
. Chesterfield. 

. Waldegrave. 


soll ala a) al ol al a al a ol oh eed ttt ISIS ols 


Northumberland. 
Cholmondeley. 
Ripon. 
Breadalbanc. 


Spencer. 


. Mount Edgcumbe. 


Belmore. 
Cawdor. 


. Camperdown. 

. de Montalt. 

. Cranbrook. 

. Ancaster. 

. Gordon. (EH. Aberdeen.) 

. Hampden. 

. Cross. 

. Peel. 

. Knutsford. 

. Churchill. 

. Windsor. 

. Balfour. 

. Boyle. (E. Cork and Orrery.) 
. Ribblesdale. 

. Colchester. 

. Rosebery. (#. Rosebery.) 


Kintore. (F. Kintore.) 
Belper. 


. Tweedmouth. 
. Monk Bretton. 
. Macnaghten. 

. Welby. 

. Burghclere. 


House adjourned at a quarter before Seven o’clock, to Thursday 


next, half-past Ten o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 23rp FEBRUARY, 1904, 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bitts (SranDING ORDER 62 CoMPLIED wiTH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, 
Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :—Bexhill Water and Gas 
Bill ; Croydon Gas Bill. Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time .. 71) 


Private Brit Petitions [Lorps] (StaNDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH).— 
Mr. §,’EAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Pejj,.ons for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the following 
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Bill, originating in the Lords, the Standing Orders have not been complied 
with, viz.:—Marylebone Chapels (St. James, Westmoreland Street). 
Ordered, Thai the —_ be referred to the Select Committee on — 
Orders Aa ; , os ie = ée i 


Rotherham Corporation Bill. atihetaied pusiees Bill. Read a second time, 


and committed 


Porice anp Sanrrary Commirrer.—Order read, for resuming adjourned debate 


on Question [22nd February], “* That the Committee of Selection do nominate 
a Committee, not exceeding eleven Members, to be called the Police and 
Sanitary Committee, to whom shall be committed all Privaie Bills promoted 
by municipal and other local authorities by which it is proposed to create 
powers relating to Police or Sanitary Regulations in conflict with, deviation 
from, or excess of the provisions of the general Law.’”’—(Mr. Cochrane.) 


Question again proposed. 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 
Mr. Halsey (Hertfordshire, Watford) 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 150 and 173a apply to all such Bills. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That Four be the quorum of the Committee. 


Ordered, That if the Committee shall report to the Committee of 
Selection that any clauses of any Bill referred to them (other than 
clauses containing police and sanitary regulations) are such, as having 
regard to the terms of reference, it is not in their opinion necessary or 
advisable for them to deal with, the Committee of Selection shall there- 
upon refer the Bill to a Select Committee, who shall consider those 
clauses and so much of the Preamble of the Bill as relates thereto, and 
shall determine the expenditure (if any) to be authorised in respect of 
the parts of the Bill referred tothem. That the Committee shall deal 
with the remaining clauses of such Bill, and so much of the Preamble as 
relates thereto, and shall determine the period and mode of repayment 
of any money authorised by the Select Committee to be borrowed and 
shall report the whole Bill to the House, stating in their report what 
parts of the Bill have been considered by each Committee. 


Ordered, That the Commi.tee have power, if they so determine, to sit as 
two Committees, and in that event to apportion the Bills referred to 
the Committee between the two Committees, each of which shall have 
the full powers of, and be subject to the instructions which apply to, 
the undivided Committee, and that Three be the quorum of each of the 
two Committees.—(Mr. Cochrane.) 


PETITIONS. 


Housine or THE WorkKING CLASSES IN IRELAND.—Petition from New ry, for legis- 


lation ; to lie upon the Table 


s 


Jurors’ Expenses Bii..—Petition from London, in favour; ‘o lie uposs he 
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Licence Ho.pers.—Petition from Newport = of —— for redress of 
grievances ; to lie upon the Table : ‘ - ee 
Licence (RENEWAL).—Petitions against alteration of Law ; from Whitchurch ; 
Barnstaple ; Ilfracombe (three) ; Altrincham ; Sheffield ; Bolton ; Millom ; 
Burnley ; Cleckheaton ; Kingston on Thames ; Llannor ; Ashton in Mersey ; 
Moreton in Marsh; Shipton Oliffe; Rochdale; Cefny Bedd; Halkyn; 
Seven Sisters; Trealaw; Luton; Ffestiniog; Mountsorrel; Brockley ; 
Rusholme ; Partick; Pye Bank; Bromley; York, Aberdovery ; Totten- 
ham; Oxford; Chorley; Westminster; Llanarmon; Ruthin (three) ; 
Colwyn Bay ; ‘Abergele ; Llangollen ; Stepney; Oldham; Paisley ; 
Penrhyndendraeth ; Salford ; Builth ; Yngs ; Pennal ; Talgarth (two) ; 
Gwynfa; Llanon; Brynhiwgaled ; Bala; Maida Vale; Hackleton; Huby; 
Dewsbury ; Manchester; Gwyddgrug; an Kidwelly ; to lie upon the Table 


TaxaTION oF Fev Duties.—Petition from Kilmarnock, for ennai to lie 
upon the Table , 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Poor Prisoners’ Derence Act, 1903. ae tient 11th diaeniiaile to 
be printed. [No. 71.] ; , 


UNIVERSITY OF ABERDEEN.—-Copy presented of Abstract of Accounts of the 
University of Aberdeen for the year ending 15th ~~ sicael 1903 [by sii ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 72.] . ‘ 


INTERMEDIATE Epucation (IkELAND).—Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Intermediate Education Board for Ireland in substitution for Rule 28 of 
Ist May, 1903 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table.. 


CoMMERCIAL TRAVELLERS.—Copy presented, of Memorandum summarising the 
Regulations in force in foreign countries with regard to British Commercial 
Travellers [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


PROGRESS MADE WITH Pier at AULTBEA.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cro- 
marty); Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 


PROSECUTIONS FOR ILLEGAL TRAWLING.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. 
Graham Murray .. 


Scnoot Boarp ELEcrorATE tn ScoTLAND —Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
A. Graham Murray 


New EQuIvALENT GRANT FOR SCHOOLS IN ScOTLAND.—Question, Mr. Harms- 
worth (Caithness-shire) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 


AUDITING OF PuBLIc Accounts. ieee Mr. Field — St. ited: 2 
Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish ‘a ca - 


CrviL SeRvicE Commission VotE—AMmouNntT OF FEES FROM CANDIDATES.— 
Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish .. 
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Boarp or TRADE VoTE—BRANCH FoR [IRISH AFFAIRS.—Question, Mr. Field ; 
Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish .. aa ee ad 


Customs CERTIFICATES FOR TREACLE USED FOR FEeEepDING StuFFs.—Question, 
Mr. Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and Kintoss); Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain ee sé i a ne ; 


SyLvicu.LturE 1n ScorLanp.—Question, Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) : 
Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes .. Be oe Bid “ a 


Devays IN DELIVERY OF ScotcH Maris.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth; Answer, 
Lord Stanley es Pe - ea i ne ue 


RESIGNATIONS IN THE PostaL Service.—Question, Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield) ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. = < ms ‘ 


UNEXPENDED PARLIAMENTARY GRANTS FOR DEVONSHIRE ScHOOLS.—Question, 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) ; Answer, Sir William Anson 


EREcTION OF STATUE OF QUEEN VicroRIA IN WesTMINSTER HALL.—Questinn, 
Captain Norton (Newington, W.); Answer, Lord Balcarres. . . 


Ringworm Hospirat ror Poor LAw CHILDREN.—Question, Sir Walter Foster 
(Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. st 


VACCINATION AcT—INTERPRETATION OF SECTION 2.—Question, Mr. Runciman 
(Dewsbury) ; Answer, Mr. Akers- Douglas 


Poa@nrx Park, Dustin—TreAsuRY ConrrisuTIon TO Kar es.—Question, Mr. 
Field ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish .. a3 Ma or Sia 


Detay IN DeE.LIvery oF Eaes rrom CLAREMORRIS, CounTY Mayo.—Quesiion, 
Mr. Field; Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. ea axe es 


Rent Disputes ON WETHERELL Estate, Counry LonG FrorRD.—Question, Mr. 
J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Promotion oF IrtsH NationaL Scuoou Assistant TEACHERS. —Question, Mr. 
Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, W.) ; Answer, M1. Wyndham .. . = 


Case oF Late Private Norris.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell: Answer. Mr. 
Arnold-Forster .. - es “a oa od <4 


COMPENSATION FOR INJURY TO GUNNER WILLIAM MurpHy.—(uestion, Mr. J. P. 
Farrell ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


EstaTE OF THE Late James M’Gowan.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, 
Mr. Lyttelton Pe * << a ee 7 ae a A 


Waire British Born Lasour IN THE TRANSVAAL.—-Question, Mr. Platt- 
Higgins (Salford, N.); Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. _ oe ee 


EMPLOYMENT OF Convicts In Soura Arrican Mrnes.—Question, Mr. Levy 
(Leicestershire, Loughborough) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. os 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


New Service RiFLte.—Question, Mr. Osmond Williams (Merionethshire) ; 
Answer, The Financial ‘vende to the War Office - ee Davenport, 
Cheshire, Macclesfield) .. : i ‘ ra se 


Devonport DockyarDd BLAcKsMITHS.—Question, Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) ; 
Answer, The aang to the wena aus si cinta Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge) RF . ‘ 


Roya NAvat ReserRvVE Station aT ULLAPOOL.—Questions, Mr. Leveson-Gower 
(Sutherland) and Mr. Bignold (Wicks Burghs) ; Answers, Mr. Pretyman 


SwaZILAND.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. ne Warwick and 
Leamington) ‘a 2 ee os ‘ > 


BriTIsH CoLONIES AND THE TRANSVAAL LABOUR ORDINANCE.—Question, Mr. 
William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


BritisH INDIAN SUBJECTS AND THE TRANSVAAL LABOUR ORDINANCE.—Questions, 
Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.) and Major Seely 
(Isle of Wight) ; Answers, Mr. Lyttelton ss is oe of 


CENTRAL AFricAN LABourR FOR THE TRANSVAAL MINnES.—Question, Mr. Peel 
(Manchester, 8S.) ; Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Earl Percy, Kensington, 8.) - “ 


East ArricA AND UGANDA CuRRENCY.—Questions, Mr. Herbert Samuel 
(Yorkshire, Cleveland) and Mr. Cathcart Wason we and meena 
Answers, Earl Percy ae 


BrussELs SuGar CoNVENTION—PERMANENT ComMIsston.—Question, Mr. 
Lough (Islington, W.) ; Answer, Earl Percy di 


SUPERANNUATION IN THE Post Orrice TELEPHONE SERVICE.—Question ; Mr. 
Broadhurst (Leicester) ; Answer, The Postmaster General — Stanley, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


MonicrpaL ConTRACTS WITH ForEIGN Firms.—Question, Mr. Crooks ; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds Central) 


Motor Cars ComMITTeEE.—Question, Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, E.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, 
Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) .. ; 


Lanp Purcuassé in County KILKENNY Mount Lortus Estate.—Question, Mr. 
Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland 
(Mr. Wyndham, Dover) va - ‘> os “s ax ¥é 


TuBBERCURRY Potice Hur.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ja i ais 


IrnIsH MAGISTRATES AND THE IRISH LANGUAGE.—Questions, Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell 
and Mr. John Redmond (Waterford); Answers, The Attorney General 
for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) i ee a8 i 
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Kerry Rattway AND Harsour GUARANTEES.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Don- 
nell; Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. i as ie Hee Ka .. 134: 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Select Committee. 


1. “ That, in the case of the London United Tramways, Petition for 
Bill, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be 
permitted to proceed with their Bill, provided that the powers to construct 
Tramways Nos. 1, 14, 1s, lc, 1p, 1£, 3, 4, 5, and 5a be struck out of the Bill : 
—That the Committee on the Bill do report how far such Order has been 
complied with.” 

2. “ That in the case of the Leeds Corporation (Consolidation) Bill, 
Petition for dispensing with Standing Order 128 in the case of the Petition 
of the ‘ Earl of Harewood ’ against the Bill, the said Standing Order ought to 
be dispensed with.” 


3. “ That, in the case of the London United Tramways (Railways), 
Petition for Bill, the Standing Orders ought not to be dispensed with.” 
First two resolutions agreed to. 


Report to lie upon the Table. a ii te “ i ~ 7% 





SELEcTION (STANDING) CoMMITTEES. 


Mr. Hatsey reported from the Committee of Selection ; That they had 
noniinated the following Members to serve on the Standing Committee for the 
consideration of all Bills relating to Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping and Manufactures, which may, by Order of the House, be committed 
to such Standing Commiitee ; Mr. Attorney-General, Mr. Baird, Mr. Baldwin, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour, Mr. Beckett, Mr. Boland, Mr. Griffith Boscawen, Mr. 
John Burns, Mr. Cawley, Sir Charles Cayzer, Mr.Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
Mr. Channing, Mr. Cochrane, Mr. Cohen, M1. Jesse Collings, Sir John Colomb, 
Mr. Cremer, Mr. Crombie, Sir Frederick Dixon-Hartland, Mr, Doogan, Sir 
J. Fortescue Flannery, Sir Henry Fowler, Mr. Galloway, Mr. Garfit, Sir Alfred 
Hickman, Sir William Houldsworth, Sit James Joicey, Mr. Lambert, Mr. 
Bonar Law, Sir Elliott Lees, Mr. Lloyd-George, Colonel Long, Mr. Walter 
Long, Mr. Charles McArthur, Dr. MacDonnell, Mr. William McKillop, Sir j 
William Mather, Mr. William Maxwell, Mr. T. P. O’Connor, Mr. O’Mara, 
Mr. Parkes, Mr. Pike Pease, Colone! Pilkington, Sir James Rankin, Sir Charles 
Renshaw, Mr. Herbert Roberts, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. Round, Mr. Runciman, 





Mr. T. W. Russell, Sir Henry Seton-Karr, Mr. Shackleton, Mr. Thomas Shaw, 

Sir John Barrington Simeon, Sir Edward Strachey, Mr. Talbot, Mr. Theodore: 

Taylor, Mr. Tennant, Mr. Whitley Thomson, Sir William Tomlinson, Mr. i 

Tully, Sir William Walrond, M1. George Whiteley, Colonel Williams, Lord } 

er de Eresby, Mr. John Wilson (Durham), Mr. Wolff, and Mr. j 
oung. 


Mr. Hatsey further reported from the Committee; That they had 
nominated the following Members to serve on the Standing Committee for 
the consideration of all Bills relating to Law, and Courts of Justice, and 
Legal Procedure, which may, by Order of the House, be committed to such 
Standing Committee ; The Lord Advocate, Mr. Agg-Gardner, Mr. Secretary 
Akers-Douglas, Mr. Asquith, Mr. Atherley-Jones, Mr. Atkinson, Mr, Baran, 
Sir George Bartley, Mr. Boland, Mr. Butcher, Lord Hugh Cecil, Mr. Clancy, 
Mr. Coghill, Mr. Colston, Mr. Cripps, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Dillon, Mr. 
Tatton Egerton, Mr. Arthur Elliot, Mr. Samuel Evans, Mr. George Faber, Sir 
George Fardell, Mr. Flynn, Sir Frederick Godson, Mr. Goulding, Mr. Henry 
David Green, Mr. Haldane, Mr. Harwood, Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. James Heath. 
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Mr. Helder, Mr. Hemphill, Mr. Henry Hobhouse, Mr. John Hutton, Mr. 
Jacoby, Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. Jordan, Sir Lees Knowles, Mr. William F. 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph Leese, Colonel Legge, Mr, Lloyd Morgan, Mr. Loder, Mr. 
Loyd, Mr. Macdona, Mr. Swift MacNeill, Mr. Middlemore, Mr. William Moore, 
Mr. Arthur Morton, Captain Norton, Sir Francis Sharpe Powell, Colonel 
Pryce Jones, Sir Robert Reid, Mr. Remnant, Mr. Matthew White Ridley, Mr. 
Bryn Roberts, Mr. Samuel Roberts, Mr. Parker Smith, Mr. Soames, Mr. 
Soares, Mr. Solicitor-General, Mr. Stevenson, Mr. Benjamin Stone, Mr. 
Thornton, Mr. Ure, Sit Howard Vincent, Mr. Robert Wallace, and Sir James 
Woodhouse. 


Mr. Hatsey further reported from the Committee of Selection : That, 


in pursuance of the provisions of The Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 


land) Act, 1899, they had selected the following additional Member to act 
is a Commissioner : Mr. Charles Douglas. 


Reporis to lie upon the Table 


NEW BILL. 


Municipal Corporations Bill.—-‘‘ To amend the Municipal Corporations Act, 


1882,” presented by Mr. Cripps ; supported by Sir George Bariley ; to be read 
a second time upon Friday next, and to be printed. [Bill 94.] os 


BusINEss OF THE House (Reports or Money ComMITTEEs).—Moiion made, 


and Question proposed, “ That the Proceedings on the Reports of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and Committees authorising the expenditure 
of Public Money other than the Committee of Supply may be entered upon 
at any hour after midnight, though opposed, and shall not be interrupted 
under the provisions of the Standing Order Sittings of the House.”—(Mr. 
Secretary Akers Douglas.) 


Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
~~ John Redmond (Waterford). , 
r A. Acland-Hood (Somersetshire, We Mi ngton).. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the debate be now adjourned.” 


—(Mr. Pretyman.) 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) . od ne bs 
The Secretary of State for the Home ¢ Department (Mr. Akers Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine’s) .. re Ae ~~ re se 
Mr. Gibson Bowles 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question put, and negatived. 
SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith), in the Chair. ] 
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Navy (SuppLEMENTARY) Estimates, 1903-4. 


1. £1,270,000 (Supplementary), in respect of the following Navy 
Services, viz. :— 


Vote 8, Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, etc.— £ 
Section I. Personnel - - . - - “ : - 53,200 
Section III. Contract work - - - - - - 1,254,800 
£1,308,000 
Section II. Matériel— 
Deduct Appropriations in Aid - - - - - 38,099 
£1,270,000 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) .. oe st re x va OE 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. _ - - ” .. 744 
The Chancellor of the _—* (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcester- 
shire, E.) kf eK sa a ag .. 748 
Mr. Kearley (Dev onport) Y ate Ba o a3 ais ee 
Mr. Ritchie (Croydon) a we es ae bie © .. 758 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .. 758 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge). 759 
Sir Edward Reed (Cardiff) .. Wr .. 764 
Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) .. i ry Me on ~~. 166 
Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) .. Le 4 Ny id cay OE 
Sir Walter Foster aia Heston ve oe ae - .. 769 
Mr. Gibson Bowles .. ie ac me es se ee 
Mr. Whitley (Halifar) = - ed on 2s oie Oe 
Colonel Denny (Kilmarnock Burghs) ; iis fs oa a 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) sp «s te 
Mr. Pretyman Me ne in ed sia a = .. 775 
Mr. Runciman iv ita a es Ks aa xe bee 
Mr. Wolff (Belfast, E.) _ - ” “s - va eS 
Mr. Crean (Cork, S.E. 777 


Vote agreed to. 


Resolution to be reported. 


Army (SupPLEMENTARY) Estimates, 1903-4. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £2,700,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the vear ending on the 
31st day of March, 1904, for Additional Expenditure, in respect of the 
following Army Services, viz. :— £ 


Vote 1. Pay, &c., of the Army - - . - - - 2,000,000 
Vote 6. Transport and Remounts— - - - - 2,100,000 
Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, and other Supplies - . - 2,030,000 

Total - - - - - £6, 6,130, 000 


Excess Appropriations in Aid (Votes 1, 6, 7,9, and 10) - 3,430,000 
£2,700,000 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.).. - oe ‘ we Jo. ae 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That Item, Vote 1, Sub-head F (C), 


Pay, &c., of the Corps of Imperial Yeomanry (South Africa), be re- 
duced by £100.” —(Mr. Charles Hobhouse.) 


Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) . os ‘a - 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) .. 783 
The Secretary of State for India (Mr. Brodrick, ait Guildford) .. 784 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) .. .. 785 
The Financial Secretary to the War Office (M r Bromley- 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield) .. tr Le site .. 786 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) 23 oe es at we ice 
Sir Edgar Vincent (Exeter) .. ' a és is se .. 788 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arno!d-Forster, ae W.) + ee 
Mr. Gibson Bowles .. is Ss is” ae 
Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, W. R., Pudsey) sh - .. 190 
Mr. Arnold-Forster ‘ “ a os so WOL 


Mr. Secretary ARNOLD-ForsreEr rose in his place and claimed to move, 
** That the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 190; Noes, 123, (Division List No. 10.) 


Question put accordingly, “ That Item, Vote 1, Sub-head F (C), Pay, etc., of 
the Corps of Imperial Yeomanry (South Africa), be reduced by £100.” 


The Committee divided :—-Aves, 122; Noes, 190. (Division List No, 11.) 
Original Question again proposed, 


And, it heing after half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow ; Committee also report Progress ; 
to sit again to-morrow. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Rickmansworth and Uxbridge Valley Water Bill (Ry Orper).—Order for 


Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 
Mr. Disraeli (Cheshire, Altrincham) - es se .. 799 
Mr. Rothschild (Buckinghamshire, Aylesbur ) - “i ps .. 801 


Amendment proposed— 


“ To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to add 
the words ‘ upon this day six months,’ ””—(Mr. Disraeli.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 
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Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping.).. 

Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, 8.) .. 

Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) 

Sir Joseph Dimsdale (London) a “< 
The Chairman of Committees (Mr. J. W. Lowther, Cumberland, Penrith. , 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ny , 

Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) . 

Mr. Hudson (Hertfordshire, H itchin) 

Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) . ae 

Mr. Harold Reckitt (Lincolnshire, Brigq) .. 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Aves, 24; Noes, 150. (Division List No. 12.) 
Words added. 

Main Question, «>» amended, put, and agreed to. 


Second Reading put off for six months. 


St. Marylebone Electric Lighting Bill (sy Orper).—Read a second time, 


and committed. 
IrntsH RarLway Rates. 


Mr. J. F. X. O Brien (Cork) 

Mr. Power (Waterford) is a “h ste : 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That, in the opinion of this House, 
excessive Railway Rates and defective transit facilities generally constitute 
a serious bar to the material advancement of Ireland, and should receive 
immediate attention from the Government,.”’—( Mr. J. F. X. O’ Brien.) 


Mr. Flynn (Cork. N.) 

The Chief Secretary for Ireland ( Mr. Ww Wyndham Dover 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) . 

Mr. William Redmond (Clare, BE.) . “a 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 87; Noes, 121. (Division List No. 13.) 
Wild Birds Protection Acts Amendment Bill.—Read the third time, and 


passed ws 
Adjourned at ten minutes after ‘Twelve ) ’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS : WEDNESDAY, 24tTa FEBRUARY, 1994. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Baker Street and Waterloo R:iiway Bill; “haring Cross, Euston, and 
Hampstead Railway Bill; Great Northern and City Railway (£xtension of 
Time) Bill; Humber Commercial Railway and Dock Bill ; North Stafford- 
shire Railway Bill ; Surrey Commercial Dock Bill. Read a second time, and 
committed 


London County Council (Tramways and venaneinenie aise _ i _ 
Read a second time, and committed id 


London County Coancil (Tramways and Improvements) B Bill (By nee 


Read a second time and committed . 
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Irish Evicrep TENANTS.—Questions, Mr. O’Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) and 
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Supply. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. } 
Civit Services (SUPPLEMENTARY) Estimates, 1903-4. 


Crass I. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £7,300, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1904, for Expenditure in respect of Royal Palaces.” 


Mr. Whitley (Halifaz) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £7,200, 
be granted for the said Service.””—(Mr. Whitley.) 


Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. 

Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 

Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S.) ? 

Mr. J. F. Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) hs 
Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) 
Lord Balcarres ny = ais 
Mr, William Redmond (Clare, “a 

Mr. Gibson Bowles . : 

Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.).. = 
Colonel Pilkington (Lancashire, Newton) ‘a 


Sir Josern Leese (Lancashire, Accrington) rose in his place and claimed to 
move that the Question be now put. 


Page 


852 


853 


853 


854 


856 


857 


858 
858 
858 
859 
860 
860 
861 
862 
863 
864 
865 
865 








RSI YI 


Clit 








3 


4 


ot i oi ee, 2 we fF 








ay Aare ae oe 


aE 


TABLE OF CONTENTS Ixiii 


Feb. 24.] 
Question: “ That the Question be now put,” and agreed to. 


Question put accordingly. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 124; Noes, 161. (Division List No. 14.) 
Mr. Victor CavenDIsH claimed that the originz! Question be now put. 
Original Question put accordingly. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 170; Noes, 123. (Division List No. 15.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“* That a supplementary sum not ex- 
ceeding £18,800 be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1904, for the Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens.” 


Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) 

Mr. John Burns (Battersea) ie md 
Mr. Courtney Warner ( (Staffordshire, Lichfield) .. 
Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-T rent) 

Mr. Eugene Wason (Cl ackmannan and Kinross). 
Mr. O’ Mara (Kilkenny, S.).. 


Motion made, and Question, “ That asum not exceeding £13,800 be granted 
for the said Service.”—(Mr. O’ Mara.) 


Mr. Malcolm ‘ic wie sia 
Mr. Humphreys-Owen 1 (Montgomeryshire). ; 
Mr. Gibson Bowles oe 3 : 

Mr. John Burns 

Lord Balcarres fa 

Mr. Courtney Warner os 

Sir George Bartley (Islington, N.) 

Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 

Lord Balcarres R ai 


Question put, and negatived. 
Original Question put, and agreed to, 


Crass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a Supplementary sum not ex- 
ceeding £31,000 be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Chorge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1904, for Stationery, Printing, and Binding for the Public Service 
to pay the expenses of the Stationery Office, and the Cost of Reports of 
Parliamentary Debates.” 


Mr. Whitley .. oe ee oe 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That a sum not exceeding £30,000 
be granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. Whitley 
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Mr. Labouchere (Northam pton) ‘3 sn cs a ue .. 890 
Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, N.) . aa Be ee “3 nf: .. 891 
Sir Arthur Hayter (Walsall) . . es es BS - .. 891 
Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Brightside) * ea Fa 3 .. 892 
Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby) .. a a fs .. 892 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) .. iis ne i re .. 893 
Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) 893 f 
The Financial Secretary to the ¢ Treasury ( Mr Victor ( ‘avendish, Derby- 
shire, W.) ea cf a ¥s saa 894 
Mr. Courtney Warner es ‘s ie a és on .. 896 
Mr. Delziel .. ar = ne - is .. 896 
M>. John Redmond ( W ater jord) re - = F os ic er 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 





Mr. Labouchere eR a ‘sts a a ace Ag .. 897 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Crass III. j 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a Supplementary sum not ex- 
ceeding £2,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st of day 
March, 1904, for certain Miscellaneous Legal Expenses.” 





Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S.) ea .. 898 | 
The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay Inverness Burghs) ) = .. 899 i 
Mr. Swift MacNeill ia ; ve .. 899 | 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That a sum not exceeding £1,900 be 
granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. Swift MacNei!/.) 


Mr. Labouchere sn - x mi mn .. 900 
Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Bar nstaple) i we - i .. 900 
Sir Robert Finlay... re ~ ~ si - = .. 901 
Mr. Swift MacNeill .. i ma i “s id ‘a .. 902 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 126 ; Noes, 214. (Division List No. 16.) 
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Cuass IV. 


2S Cae 


Motion made, and Question proposed. “ That a supplementary sum not ex- 
ceeding £29,500, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which i 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1904, for the expenses of the Commissioners of National 
Education in Treland.” 
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Mr. Thomas O'Donnel! (Kerry, W.) 

Mr. Boland (Kerry. 8.) ‘ 

The Chief Secretary for 1 reland (Mr. Wyndham, Dov _ 
Mr. William Redmond. rv 

Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) . 


And, it being half-past Seven of the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported To-morrow ; Committee also report Progress ; 
to sit again To-morrow. 


EVENING SITTING. 
TECHNICAL EpucaTION (IRELAND) (EQUIVALENT GRANT). 


Mr. Sheehy (Meath, S.) 
Mr. Joyce (Limerick) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That, in the opinion of this House, 
the action of the Treasury in withholding the Irish Equivalent Grant for 
Technical Education is a violation of the intention of Parliament and a 
gross injustice to Ireland.” —(Mr. Sheehy.) 


Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) , 

The Financial Secretary to the T atte (Mr. Victor Carendish, b, Derby 
shire, W.) 

Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wecford, N. ) 

Sir James Haslett (Belfast, N.) , 

Mr. Crean (Cork, S.E.) 

Mr. Wolff (Belfast, E.) 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr, Austen Chamberlain, Worcester- 
shire, E.) P 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 80; Noes, 142. (Division List No. 17.) 


Adjourned at fourteen minutes before Twelve o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 25ra FEBRUARY, 1904. 
NEW PEER. 


Wittt1am Henry ArmstTrRonG Fitzpatrick WATSON-ARMSTRONG, Esquire, 
having been created Baron Armstrong of Bamburgh and Cragside, in the 
county of Northumberland, was (in the usual manner) introduced. 


The Lorp TENNYSON took the Oath .. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with :— 
Newcastle and Gateshead Water (H.L.]; North Wales Electric Power [#.L.] ; 
Ticehurst and District Water and Gas [H.L.]. 
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Page 
And also the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the tu:- 
lowing Bills have been complied with :—Clyde Navigation (Works) ; Clyde 
Navigation (Shieldhall Docks). The same were ordered to lie on the Table... 937 


Standing Orders Committee. Report from, that the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the Rotherham Corporation Bill (Petition for Bill) 
ought to be dispensed with, and leave given to introduce the Bill, on condi- 
tion that the consent of the Local Authority to the construction of Tramway 
No. 4 be proved before the Committee on the Bill, and the powers to construct 
Tramways Nos. 5. and 6 to be struck out of the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the London 
County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill (Petition for Bill), the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with, and leave given to introduce the 
Bill, provided that the powers to construct Tramways Nos. 6, 8, 84, 88, and 
8c be struck out of the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the London 
United Tramways Bill (Petition for Bill) ought to be dispensed with, and 
leave given to introduce the Bill, provided that the powers to construct Tram. 
ways Nos. 1, 14, 18, le, 1p, 18, 3, 4, 5, and 5a be struck out of the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the Trafford 
Patk Dock and Railway Bill [H.L.] ought to be dispensed with, and Bill 
llowed to proceed. 


Read, und agreed to 


York Town and Blackwater Gas Bill. [4...}.—The Lord Balfour informed 


‘he House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The Order 
made on Friday last discharged and Bill committed .. is ; 


Dumbarton Tramways Order Confirmation Bill; Kilmarnock Corpora- 
tion Order Confirmation Bill. To be read 3* to-morrow co 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill [x.1.].—Withnell Gas Bill [n..]: 


Matlock and District Gas Bill [4.1.]; Cambrian Railways Bill [H.1.]; 
Barnard Castle Gas Bill [u.L.]; Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill 
[u.L.] ; Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Bill [H.1.] ; Isle of Thanet Light 
Railways Bill [u.L.]; Report from the Committee of Selection, That the 
following Lords be proposed to the House to form a Select Committee for 
the consideration of the said Bills ; viz. :— 


D. Bedford (Chairman), 
E. Carnwath, 

KE. Harrowby, 

E. Verulam, 

V. Colvi'le of Culross ; 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee 
to meet on Tuesday the 8th of March next at Eleven o'clock; and all 
Petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the Petitioners praying 
to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also 
counsel for the Bills 


. ee ee ee ee ee oe 


Chesterfield Corporation (Tramways and Improvements) Bill ‘HLL. ] ; 

Milwr and District Mines Drainage Bill [.L.]; Huddersfield Corporation 
Act, 1902 (Amendment) Bill [#.1.] ; Southport and Lytham Tramroad (Ex- 
tension of Time) Bill [u.1.]; Tynemouth Gas Bill [H.1.]; Gosport Water 
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Bill [4.L.]; Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Bill [#.1.j; Report trom the 
Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the House 
937 to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the said Bills ; viz. :— 


E. Stamford, 

E. Crewe (Chairman), 
L. Carew, 

L. Romilly, 

L. Hylton ; 


| agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee 
to meet on Tuesday the 8th of March next at Eleven o’clock; and all 
Petitions referred to the Committee with leave to the Petitioners praying 
to be heard by counsel against the Bill to be heard as desired, as also 
counsel for the Bill a oe a ‘ 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CoLoniEs (GENERAL).—Papers relating to the proposed adoption of a metric 
system of weights and measures for use within the Empire .. 





TRADE REPORTS.— 
I. Annual Series—No, 3122. Trade of Alexandria for the year 1902. 


II. Miscellaneous Series—No. 602. Germany: The Textile Technical 
Schools and the Development of the Textile Industries oe oe ee 
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Historica Manuscripts (Roya Commission).— 


938 1. Reports on manuscripts in various collections: Vol. III. The manu- 
scripts of T. B. Clarke-Thornhill, Sir T. Barrett-Lennard, Bart., Pelham 
R. Papillon, W. Cleverley Alexander. 


2. Calendar of the manuscripts of the Marquess of Ormonde, K.P., 
preserved at Kilkenny Castle: New Series. Vol. III. 





Army (Estrmares).—Memorandum of the Secretary of State relating to the Army 
Estimates for 1904-1905. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie 
upon the Table - ae 5 re oe es ae 


CoMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE STANDING CoMMITTEE.—Report from, That 
the Committee have nominated the following Lords to serve as Chairmen 
of the Standing Committee :— 


E. Spencer, 

E. Morley, 

E. Camperdown, 

V. Cross, 

L. Balfour, 

L. Elgin (E. Elgin and Kincardine), 
L. Burghclere. 


~ ° - 


938 Read, and ordered to lie upon the Table. .. oo ee ee ee 


Ti ae 0 SP EIS SS aa IEE 


Stanpinc ComMITTEE.—Report from the Committee of Chairmen of the Stand- 
ing Committee, That they have appointed the Viscount Cross Chairman 
- of the Standing Committee ; read, and ordered to lie upon the Table. . ee 
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Prevention of Corruption Bill [#.1.].—A Bill for the better prevention of 
corruption ; was presented by the Lord Chancellor; read 1*; and to be 
printed. [No. 15.] os Ss - + - os sa .. 940 


Wild Birds Protection Acts Amendment Bill.—Brought from the Commons 


read 1* ; and to be printed. [No. 16.] .. 940 


Newcastle Chapter (Amendment) Bill [.1.].—House in Committee (ac- 
cording to Order). Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing Committee 
negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on Tuesday next .. oe oe .. 940 


Tur WAR AND THE British Navy.— 


Earl Spencer .. a o es oe es +e oe oe 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (The Earl of Selborne).. eF .. 941 
The Earl of Rosebery - i sis ee 7 ara * 

The Earl of Selborne .. ‘a = a ics ea as .. 944 


Polling Districts (County Councils) Bill [x...].—Order of the day for the 
Second Reading read. 
Lord Ribblesdale .. “a us a + oa a .. 944 


On Question, Bill read 2* (according to Order) and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thursday next. 


Pollicg Arrangements (Parliamentary Boroughs) Bill [x...].—Order of 
the day for the Second Reading read. 
Lord Ribblesdale ress ae ae sf ais aa “id .. 945 


On Question, Bill read 2* (according to order) and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thursday next. 


Crown AGENTS.— 


The Earl of Portsmouth rae = ae Ka ea = .» 946 
The Under Secretary of State for the Colonies (The Duke of Marlborough) 949 
Earl Grey 954 


The Secretary of State for F oreign Affairs ( T he Marquess of Lansdowne) 957 


Adjourned at five minutes before Six o’clock till To-morrow 
half-past Ten o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 25rx FEBRUARY, 1904. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL RUSINESS. 


Private Britis (Sranpinc OrveR 62 CompLieD wirH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, 
Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 


London and India Docks Company Bill; London and North Western 
Railway Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time .. 961 
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PrivaTE Brits (No STanDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO APPLIC- 
ABLE).—Mr. SPEAKER had laid upon the Table Report from one of the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, 
referred on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders not previously 
inquired into are applicable, viz. :— 


Saddleworth and Springhead Trawways (Abandonment) Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


London United Tramways Bill.—“ For conferring further powers on the 
London United Tramways (1901) Limited, for constructing tramways, and 
widening and altering roads, and acquiring lands, in the counties of Middle- 
sex, Bucks, Surrey, and London; and for other purposes,” presented, and 
read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills 


Reading Corporation Bill.—Order [9th February], that the Reading Corpora- 
tion Bill be committed, read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn.—(Mr. 
Caldwell.) : a ae He. a & a i ie 


PETITIONS. 


Licences (RENEWAL).—Petitions against alteration of Law; from Llandilo ; 
Hay; Burn Cross; Batley; Hyson Green; Aberkenfig; Hanley; East- 
ney; St. Helens; Hackney (two); West Somerset; Cadoxton Barry ; 
Dinas ; Taunton; Hyde; Barry Dock; Penarth ; Morganstown ; Llantri- 
sant ; Ilford; Eccles; Rhosdn; Bermondsey ; Huttoft; Orrell; Llangadfan ; 
Bedfordshire ; Stockport ; Nottingham; Warminster; Newport; Canter- 
bury; Longridge; Rillington; Overton; Clitheroe ; Northamptonshire ; 
and Shepherd’s Bush ; to lie upon the Table .. ‘ “s a “s 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED Wire’s Sister BiLL.—Petition from Lewisham, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Historica Manuscripts (Royat Commission).—Copy presented, of Calendar of 
the manuscripts of the Marquess of Ormonde, K.P., preserved at mead 
Castle, New Series, Vol. III. [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table . 


Historical Manuscripts (Royat Commisston).—Copy presented, of Report on 
Manuscripts in Various Collections, Vol. III. The Manuscripts of T. B. 
Clarke-Thornhill, esquire, Sir T. Barrett Lennard, Baronet, Pelham R. 
Papillon, esquire, and W. Cleverley Alexander, ~~ [by eee 
to lie upon the Table - 


TraDE Reports (MIscELLANEOUs SeRIEs).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 602 [by sensei to lie upon 
the Table os se ‘ ™ 


Civiz Service AND Revenue Departments Estimates, 1904-5.—Copy pre- 
sented, of Estimates for Civil Services and Revenue Departments for the 
year ending 31st March, 1905, together with a Copy of the Memorandum by 
the Financial Secretary to the Treasury relating thereto [by Command] ; 
referred to the Committee of Supply, and to be printed. [No. 75.].. ’ 
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money has been advanced by each such authority for the purpose of avquir- 
ing ownership of their houses under the Act; the amounts of the advance 
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(Mr. O'Shaughnessy.) ES op aa A ‘i “ ae .. 964 





QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Historical Manuscripts ComMISsion—MANUSCRIPTS OF IRISH FRANCISCANS.— 
Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Victor Caven- 


dish a as his - oe ee oe oa + -. 963 


ConsuLAR REports—WEIGHTS, MEASURES AND VALUES IN ENGLISH TERMS.— 
Question, Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) ; Answer, Earl Percy .. 964 
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Brigg; Answer, Earl Percy ae ia ses 13 oa - .. 964 


INADEQUATE ACCOMMODATION AT LERWICK Post OrFicE.—Question, Mr. Cath- 
cart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. ae -. 964 
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Fals2 Statements (Companies) Bill —“ To amend the Law relating to False 
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bodies,” presented by Mr. Attorney-General ; supported by Mr. Solicitor- 
General, the Lord Advocate, and Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland ; to 
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Foreign Marriages Bill.—‘‘To amend the Law with respect to Marriages 
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SUPPLY. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Army (SupPLEMENTARY) E3timares, 1903-4. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £2,700,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1904, for Additional Expenditure, in respect of the follow - 
ing Army Services, viz. :— 





Vote 1. Pay, etc., of the Army - - - - - - £2,000,000 
Vote 6. Transport and Remounts - - - - - 2,100,000 
Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, and other Supplies - - - 2,030,009 
Total - - - - - £6,130,000 
Excess Appropriations-in-Aid (Votes 1, 6, 7, 9, and 10) - 3,430,000 
£2,700,000 

Mr. Whitley (Halifaz) “ ws “a er ae as .. 1009 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That item, Vote 1, Sub-head H., 
(Gratuities to the Troops for Active Service), be reduced by £1,000,.”— 
(Mr. Whitley.) a 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 136; Noes, 187, (Division List No. 19.) 

Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item, Vote 1, Sub-head BB 
(Pay, etc., of the Somaliland Expeditionary Force), be reduced by £100.” 
—(Mr. Broadhurst.) 
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Mr. Arnold- Forster 

Mr. Courtney Warner 

Mr. Sydney Buxton .. a 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) bi 
Mr. Arnold-Forster .. - 
Mr. Charles Devlin (Galway) 

Mr. Gibson Bowles .. 

Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) - 

Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.) .. 

Mr. Ainsworth (Argyllshire) 

Mr. John Burns (Battersea) .. 

Mr. Ritchie (Croydon) 

Mr. Arnold- Forster 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8S.) .. 

Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield) 

Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) 


Sir Gzeorce Bart ey (Islington, N.) rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
That the Question be now put. 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 204; Noes, 137. (Division List No. 20.) 
Question put accordingly. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 138; Noes, 208. (Division List No. 21.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. O’ Mara (Kilkenny, 8.) .. 
Mr. William Redmond 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item, Vote 6, Sub-head B 
(Land and Inland Water Transport Abroad), be reduced by £100,000.” 
—(Mr. William Redmond.) 


Mr. Bromley Davenport 
Mr. Sydney Buxton .. 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E. Ss 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


The Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Suppiy. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Army (SuppLEMENTARY) Estimates, 1903-4. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a Supplementiry sum, not ex- 
ceeding £2,700,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the charge 
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which will come in course ot payment during the year ending on the 31st 


day of March, 1904, for Additional Expenditure in respect of the following 
Army Services, viz. :— 


Vote 1. Pay, &c., of the Army - - - - - - £2,000,000 
Vote 6, Transport and Remounts= - - - - - 2,100,000 
Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, and other supplies- - - 2,030,000 

Total - - - - . - - - 6,130,000 


Excess Appropriations in Aid (Votes 1, 6, 7,9, and 10) - 3,430,000 


£2,700,000 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That Item, Vote 6, Sub-head B 


(Land and Inland Water Transport Abroad), be reduced by 
_ £10,000.”—[Mr. Charles Hobhouse.) 
Mr. Bromley Davenport ve - - on ~ - .. 1064 
Question put. 
The Committee divided: Ayes, 74; Noes, 88. (Division List No. 22.) 
Mr. Flynn (Cork N.) o* o* és es Ke - .. 1065 


Motion made and Question proposed “ That Item Vote 6, Sub-head C (Sea 
Transport), be reduced by £10,000.—(Mr. Flynn.) 


Mr. Austin Taylor (Livernool, E., Toxteth) eh > By .. 1067 
Mr. Bromley Davenport “s os we oe os se .- 1068 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 85; Noes, 114. (Division List No. 23.) 
Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. Flynn... we oe nr ia a a és .. 1069 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That Item, Vote 6, Sub-head EF 
(China Expeditionary Force, Transport and Remounts), be reduced by 
£10,000.” —(Mr. Flynn.) 
Mr. O'Maa .. in os “a ee rie ie aha .. 1071 
& JosepH Devin (Kilkenny, N.) moved,“ That the Chairman do report Pro- 
gress, and ask leave to sit again,” but the Chairman, being of opinion that 


the Motion was an abuse of the Rules of the House, declined to propose 
the Question thereupon to the Committee. 


Question again proposed, “ That Item, Vote 6, Subhead E (China Expedi- 
tionary Force, Transport and Remounts), be reduced by £10,000.” 


Mr. Charles Devlin .. ~~ me ae ee en a .. 1072 


Mr. Secretary ARNOLD-ForsTER rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ 
“ That the Question be now put,” 
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Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 137; Noes, 98. (Division List No. 24.) 
Question put accordingly. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 104 ; Noes, 150. (Division List No, 25.) 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse - ae os sii .. 1077 
Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) = Se = ee .. 1079 
Mr. Bromley Davenport ve a as MF + .- 1080 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse ar a ne a a =i .. 1081 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“ That Item, Vote 6, Sub-head F 
(Somaliland Expeditionary Force, Transport and Remounts), be reduced 
by £100.”—(Mr. Charles Hobhouse.) 


Mr. Bromley Davenport an a és = < - -- 1081 
Mr. Flynn .. v6 wa ne es re - .. 1082 
Mr. William Redmond - Ja > .. 1082 
Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) > ia + .. 1084 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 120; Noes, 169. (Division List No. 26) 
Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. Buchanan Ha a Sa a “ 8 we .. 1087 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “* That Item, Vote 6, Sub-head B B 


(South Africa, Expenditure in connection with Imperial Military Rail 
ways), be reduced by £5,000.”—(Mr. Buchanan.) 


Sir Edgar Vincent (Exeter) . oe an soi .. 1089 
Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, Accrington)... ie .. 1090 
The Chancellor of the cade (Mr. Austen C hamberlain, W orcester- 
shire, E.) ok ee a és bi .. 1090 
Sir M. Hicks Beach (Bristol W. rare a os = i .. 1095 
Mr. Sydney Buxton .. na ‘s os “* wh .. 1096 
Mr. Whitley .. - “ + “ i ~ er .. 1096 
Mr. O'Mara .. = Si a re Sa as beg .. 1097 


Mr. Secretary Akers Dovetas rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“‘ That the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes , 170; Noes, 113. (Division List No. 27.) 
Question put accordingly. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 113 ; Noes, 171. (Division List No. 28), 
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Mr. Secretary Akers Dovetas claimed, “ That the Original Question be 
now put.” 


Original Question put accordingly, “‘ That a Supplementary sum, not exceed- 
ing £2,700,000 be granted to His Majesty, to defray the charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1904, for Additional Expenditure, in respect of the following 
Army Services, viz :-- 


Vote 1. Pay, etc., of the Army - - - - - - £2,000,000 
Vote 6. Transport and Remounts_ - - - - 2,100,000 
Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, and other S: waiien - - - 2,030,000 

Total - - - - - £6,130,000 


Excess Appropriations-in-Aid (Votes 1, 6, 7, 9, and 10) - 3,430,000 





£2,700,000 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 169; Noes, 109. (Division List No. 29.) 


{nd, it being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report 
to the House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again upon 
Monday next. 


NEW BILL. 


VaGRANT CHILDREN’S Protection.—Bill to provide for the further protection 
of the Children of Vagrants, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Claude Hay, 
Mr. Spear, Mr. Bond, Mr. Whitmore, Mr. Moon, Mr. Yerburgh, Mr. John 
Burns, Mr. Crooks, Mr. W. F. Lawrence, and Mr. Bousfield. 


Vagrants’ Bill. —‘ To provide for the further protection of the Children of 
Vagrants,” presented accordingly, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday next, and to be printed. [Bill 98. ; me .. 1107 


Adjourned at twenty-eight Minutes before One o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 26TH FEBRUARY, 1904. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Mid-Cheshire Tramways Bill [x.1.]; Clyde Valley Electrical Power Bill [#.1.]; 
Read 2° , and committed. The Committees to be vile - the Com- 
mittee of Selection $e i. .. 1109 


Newcastle and Gateshead Water Bill [u.u.]. Read 2* (according to order), 
and committed. The Committee to be aes by the Committee of 
Selection .. , os ‘ as - .. 1109 


Llanelly Harbour Bill [#.1.]. Read 2* (according to order), and committed. 
The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection ‘i .. 1109 


Ticehurst and District Water and Gas Bill Ux. L. }- —Read 2* t peeing to 
order), and committed .. : .. 1109 
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Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill [.t.]; Withnell Gas Bill [u.1.]; Mat- 
lock and District Gas Bill [H.L.] ; Cambrian Railways Bill [4.L.]; Barnard 
Castle Gas Bill [u.L.] ; Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill [#.L.] ; New- 
castle-upon-Tyne Corporation Bill [.L.]; Isle of Thanet Light Railways Bill 
[H.L.]. Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Earl Fitzwilliam 
be proposed to the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said 


Page 


Bills in the place of the Earl of Verulam ; read, and agreed to . 1109 

Dumbarton Tramways Order Confirmation Bill—Read 3* (according to 
order), and passed os + fe oe 7 . 1109 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

CROFTER COLONISATION.—Fourteenth Report of the Commissioners appointed 
to carry out a scheme of colonisation in the Dominion of Canada of crofters 
and cottars from the Western Highlands and Islands of Scotland ; with 
appendices . 1109 

EccLestasticaL ComMission.—Fifty-sixth Report from the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners for England ; with an appendix . 1109 

ExpLosivEs (EXPLOSION AT THE NATIONAL Explosives CompaNny’s Factory, 
Upron Towans, Coknwatt.—Repert to the right hon. the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, by Captain J. H. Thomson, His Majesty’s 
Chief Inspector of Explosives, on the circumstances attending an explosion 
of nitro-glycerine which occurred in the precipitating and final washing 
houses of the factory of the National Explosives Company, Limited, at 
Upton Towans, Hayle, Cornwall, on the 5th January, 1904.* 

Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 1110 

WesTeERN AusTRALIA.—The Electoral Act, No. XXXV., of 1904. Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. . 1110 

NEW BILL. 

Site for Duke of York’s School Bill [u.v.].—A Bill for extinguishing certain 
rights of way over certain lands situate in the parish of Guston, in the 
County of Kent—Was presented by the Lord Windsor; read 1"; to be 
printed, and referred to the Examiners. [No. 17] hi a <» S220 

Tue Mission To TIBET. 

Lord Reay .. - 0 oie aie sn - .. 1110 
Moved “that an humble address be presented to His Majesty for further 

Papers relating to Tibet.”—(The Lord Reay.) 

The Under Secretary of State for India onan Earl of Hardw newict . 3422 

The Marquess of Ripon ds .. 1131 

The Ear! of Rosebery 1138 

The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 1144 
Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 

GRIEVANCES OF RESERVE OFFICERS. 

Lord Rosmead . 151 
The Under Secretary of State ‘for Wa ar (The Earl of "Donoughmore) 1151 


House adjourned at a quarter past Seven o’clock, to Monday next, 
a quarter before Eleven o’clock. 
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The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bits (STANDING ORDER 62 COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon ] 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, 
Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 


Barnet District Gas and Water Bill. \ 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time.. Pe is ea os 1152 


Private Britis (STANDING ORDER 63 COMPLIED WiITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon c 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, 


Standing Order No. 63 has been complied with, viz. :— 
Felixstowe Gas Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time .. as ie bea ~. 1152 


Blyth and Cowpen Gas Bill; Whitby Gas Bill—Reported with Amend- i oN 
ments ; Reports to lie upon ‘the Table, and to be printed .. ‘ 1152 
i 
Southend Water Bill—Reported, without Amendment ; a to lie “ W 
the Table, and to be printed. Bill to be read the third time. as . 1158 
Hampton-in-Arden Gas Bill—Reported with Amendments ; =~ to lie E 
upon the Table, and to be printed oe ‘ ee -. 1153 
PETITIONS. | Ei 
Borovuea Councit Evections (Hours oF Potiina).—Petitions from Deptford, ; 
for legislation ; to lie upon the Table .. - é es .. 1153 § 7 


Licences (RENEWAL).—Petitions against alteration of Law: from Blaenau 
Festiniog; Llanfrothen; Trawsfynydd; Cambridge; Kentish Town ; 





Ilfracombe ; Sheepbridge ; Collyhurst ; Leigh ; Neath ; Bwlehgwyn; Stock- Pr 
ton-upon-Tees ; Bury ; Selly Oak; Bournbrook ; Halesowen ; Worcester ; [ 
Everton; Putney; Dunstable; Compstall; Blenwenen; Blackwood ; i 

New Tredegar ; Nanty glo; Abertillery ; Maesteg ; Peckham ; Rhymney ; i Co 
Liverpool ; Southg: ute ; seaaisiads ‘ Middleton ; Llanelly ; and Bristol ; 4 
to lie upon the Table... ar te - .. 1153 § 

| De 
MARRIAGE WITH A DecEAseD WiFe’s SisteR BILL.—Petition from Gloucester, fs 
against ; to lie upon the Table .. - o* se oe ee .. 1153 

M 


Mines (Eicut Hours) Bitu.—Petition of the Mining Association of Great 
Britain, against ; to lie upon the Table és Xs ee ‘ .. 1153 


RETURNS, REPORTS, FETC. 
ExpLosions (NaTioNAL Exptosives Company’s Factory, Uprron Towans, 


CoRNWALL).—Copy presented, of Report by Captain J. H. Thomson, His 
Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Explosives, to the Secretary of State for the 
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Home Department, on the circumstances attending an explosion of nitro- 
glycerine which occurred in the precipitating and final washing houses of 
the factory of the National Explosives Company, Limited, at Upton Towans, 
Hayle, Cornwall, on the 5th January, 1904 Lby nnasnsienide to lie upon the 
Table “a . ‘ sp a .. 1153 


EccLESIASTICAL Commission.—Copy presented, of Fifty-sixth Report from 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners for England, with an aie [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table .. st is ea ‘ + .. 1154 


WESTERN AvustrALia.—Copy presented, of the Electoral Act, No. XXXV., of 
1904 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. 5 ia ree oe ..» 1154 


CROFTER AND CoTraR CoLoNIsATION ScHEME.—Copy presented, of Fourteenth 
Report of the Commissioners appointed to carry out a scheme of colonisa- 
tion in the Dominion of Canada of crofters and cottars from the aoe 
Highlands and Islands of Scotland, with oe [by nue 
lie upon the Table .. “a wa ” 154 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


NavaL Gun Sieuts.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth (Caithness-shire) ; Answer, 
Mr. Pretyman i se - oa * 6 es ss .. 1154 


WorRKMEN’S CoMPENSATION—-AMENDMENT OF LAw.—Question, Mr. J. F. Hope 
(Sheffield, Brightside) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas .. - ee .. 1155 


EXTENSION OF WoRKMEN’S COMPENSATION AcT.—Question, Sit Thomas Dewar 
(Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas .. fe .- 1156 


EstaTE OF THE LATE THOMAS FLyYNNE.—-Question, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, 8.) ; 
Answer, Earl Percy i Pe - + oe os ap .. 1155 


Exports or Coat Into FRANCE.—Question, Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ea a nae - ia ae .. 1155 


Propuce OF CoAL Export Duty.—Question, Mr. Runciman; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain - xe &, e e es a .. 1156 


Coat Export Duty.—Question, Mr. Runciman ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain . 1156 


Docs Bitt.—Question, Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire); Answer, Mr. Ailwyn 
; 1156 


Fellowes 


Musical Copyright Bill—[Seconp Reap1ve].—Order for Second Reading 
read. 


Mr. Mount (Berkshire, Newbury) .. Ro me od oe .. 1156 
Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S.\W.) .. 4 rT BS re .. 1162 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) .. Rs ~ ots rae .. 1181 

Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket) : va .. 1187 

The Under Secretary of State for the Home ¢ Department (a r. Cochrane, 
Ayrshire, N.) ; in ie .. 1190 
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i Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill accordingly read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be committed to the 
Standing Committee on Trade, etc.” —(Mr. Mount.) 


Amendment proposed, to leave out the words “ Trade, etc.’ and insert the 
words “ Law, ete.” —-(Sir Frederick Banbury.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. Galloway a 

Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) 

Mr. Cochrane .. ads “ 
Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) .. 


Question put, and negatived. 
Words addod. 
Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 


Bill committed to the Standing Committee on Law, cte. 
Mines (Eight Hours) Bill—[Seconp Reapina.] 
Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. Osmond Williams (Merionethshire) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid) 
Colonel Pilkington (Lancashire, Newton) .. 
Mr. OsMOND WIL.IAMs rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put ;” but Mr. Speaker withheld his assent, and de- 
D clined then to put that Question. 


And, it being half-past Five of the clock, the Debate stood adjourned, 
Debate to be resumed upon Thursday, 14th April. 


NEW BILL. 


Town anv County CouNciis (QUALIFICATION OF Women) (ScoTLanp).—Bill to 
enable women to be elected and act as members of Town and County Councils 
in Scotland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Parker Smith, Mr. Baird 
Colonel Denny, Mr. Charles Douglas, Mr. Munro Ferguson, and Mr. Ure. 


Town and County Councils Qualification of Women) (Scotland) Bill.— 
““To enable women to be elected and act as members of Town and County 
Councils in Scotland,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill99.]  Ad- 


journed at twenty-eight minutes before Six o’clock till Monday next .. 1204 
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HOUSE OF LORDS, MONDAY, 29TH FEBRUARY, 1904. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Trafford Park Dock and Railway Bill [1.1.].—Read 2°, and committed. 
The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection o .. 1205 


Liverpool and Wigan Churches Bill[{u.1]; Maidenhead Bridge Bill [x.1.] ; 
Manchester Corporation (General Powers) Bill [u.u.]; St. Bartholomew's 
Hospital Bill [#.1.]; St. Mary Woolnoth Bill [a.x.]—Reports from His 
Majesty’s Attorney-General received, and ordered to lie on the Table .. 1205 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BripLINGToN Prers AnD HAarpour.—Abstract of the Annual General Account 
for the year ended 26th July, 1903. Delivered (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table ae = A ie sia wei ve 1206 


NEW BILL. 
Prevention of Cruelty to Children (Amendment) Bill [u.L.].—A Bill to 


amend the Prevention of Cruelty to Children Act, 1894, and to provide for 
the punishment of incest. Was presented by the Lord Alverstone ; read 1* ; 
and to be printed. (No. 18) .. ws a “sg a6 a .. 1205 


Weights and Measures Metric System Bill [...].—The following Lords were 
named of the Select Committee :— 


L. Belhaven and Stenton, 
L. Colchester, 

L. Wolverton, 

L. Kelvin, 


L. Farrer. 
The Committee to appoint their own Chairman sa a i .. 1205 


House adjourned at half-past Four o'clock, till To-morrow, half- 
past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, MONDAY, 29TH FEBRUARY, 1904. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bits (STANDING OrpeERs 62 AND 66 CompLiED WitH).—Mr. SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Orders Nos. 62 and 66 have been complied with, viz. : 
—Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy Railway Bill i - si .. 1206 


Private Bitts (STANDING ORDER 62 CompLieD WitH).—Mr. Spraker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, 
Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz.:—Brymbo Water 
Bill; Great Central and Midland Joint Railways Bill ; Great Central Railway 
Bill; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Steam Vessels Bill; Lancashire 
and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill; Sheppy Gas Bill. Ordered, 
That the Bills be read a second time ‘“ es ‘i - .. 1205 
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Private Britis (STANDING ORDER 67 NoT CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 67 has not been complied with, viz. :—Strabane, 
Raphoe, and Convoy Railway Bill. Ordered, That the Report be referred to 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders “ - “4 .. 1206 





Bexhill Water and Gas Bill; Croydon Gas Bill; Midland Railway Bill; Wat- 
ford and District Tramways (Extension of Time) Bill. Read a second time, 
andcommitted .. as és pe be SF a = .. 1206 


Arlesey Gas Bill.—Order [4th February], that the Arlesey Gas Bill be referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, read, and discharged. 
Ordered, That the Bill be withdrawn.—(Mr. Ca!/dwell) iis os .. 1206 


PETITIONS. 


Licences (RENEWAL).—Petitions against alteration of Law: from Sheffield ; 
Fenton; Egerton; Belfast; Southport; (two); Garston; Uxbridge ; 
Ardwick; Houghton; Handsworth; St. Asaph; Flint; Newmarket ; 
Uckfield; Bradford; East Ham; Bath; Lampeter; Birmingham ; 


Halesowen ; Ormskirk; Barking; and Bristol; to lie uponthe Table .. 1207 
MARRIAGE witH A DeceaseD Wire’s Sister Biti.—Petition from Tenbury, 
against ; to lie upon the Table .. ee “ as at ne oo Boot 


RatinG oF CHARITABLE INstTITUTIONS.—Petition from Liverpool, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table + he ‘i - - on “a .. 1207 


Save or [Inroxicatine Liquors on SunpDAyY BILut.—Petition from Thatcham, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table .. “ a + os a6 .. 1207 


British Museum.—Petition of the Trustees of the British Museum (King’s Re- 
commendation signified), for grant in aid ; referred to the Committee of Sup- 
ply .. as we sie oa - ee ~ “a 7 ..» 1207 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


WESTERN AvustRALIA.—Paper [presented 26th February] to be printed. [No. 
>» ame oe - ss es - - és - - . 1207 


RaiLways ABANDONMENT.—Copy presented, of Report by the Board of Trade 
respecting the Humber Commercial Railway and Dock Bill and the objects 
thereof [pursuant to Standing Order 1588] ; referred to the Committee on the 
Bill .. - wi - oe at on “ me vs .. 1207 


Piers AND Harpours (PRovistonaL OrDERS).—Copy presented, of Report by 
the Board of Trade of their Proceedings under The General Pier and Harbour 
Act, 1861, and The General Pier and Harbour Act (1861) Amendment Act, 
Session 1904 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 78.] 1207 


War Orrice (Re-Constitution) Commitret.—Copy presented, of Report of the 
War Office (Re-constitution) Committee, Part II. [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table .. aa -" “s e+ s “s 7 -» 1208 
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Papers Lary Upon THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House. 


1. Charitable Endowments (London). Further Return relative thereto 
[ordered 2nd August, 1894; Mr. Francis Stevenson]; to be printed. 
[No. 79.] 


2. Bridlington Piers and Harbour. Copy of Abstract of the General Annual 
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Suppty (Navy Estimates).—Order for Committee read. 


_ The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge) .. 
» de 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Mr. SPEAKER do now leave 
the Chair.” 


Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, BE.)  .. 


Amendment proposed, 


oor 


l'o leave out from the word, ‘ That,’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words, ‘in view of the heavy burdens placed upon 
the people of the country by this increasing expenditure, and in the in- 
terests of international peace, the House is of opinion that His Majesty’s 
Government should enter into communication with the great Naval 
Powers in order to ascertain whether they will be prepared to diminish 
their programmes of shipbuilding, and to adjust upon some permanent 
basis their relative naval strength.’ ”’—(Mr. Herbert Roberts.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) , ; ; : 
Mr. Harris (Tynemouth)... 

Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) 
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Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 174; Noes, 122. (Division List No. 30.) 
Main Question again proposed. 


And, it being after half-past Seven of the Clock, the debate stood adjourne? 
till this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Suppty (Navy Estimates).—Order read, for resuming adjourned debate on 
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Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 144; Noes, 70. (Division List No. 31.) 
SUPPLY. 

Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Navy Estates, 1904-5. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That 131,100 men and boys be em- 
ployed for the Sea and Coast Guard Services for the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1905, including 20,656 Royal Marines.” 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, Isr Marca. 1904. 


The House met at Two of the Clock 


Krva’s Speecn (ANswer To AppREss).—The Comptroller of the Household 
reported His Majesty’s Answer to the Address 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Britis (Stanpinc OrpER 62 Comptiep WitsH).—Mr. Speaker laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order 62 has been complied with, viz. :—London Port 
and Docks Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


PrivaTE Britis (STANDING ORDER 63 CompLiED WitH).—Mr. Speaker laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order 63 has been complied with, viz. :—Amersham, 
Beaconsfield, and District Water Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a 


second time.. 
Southend Water Bill. Read the Third time, and passed .. 


Clyde Navigation (Works) Bill; London and India Docks Company 
Bill; London and North Western Railway Bill ; Saddleworth and Spring- 
head Tramways (Abandonment) Bill. Read a second time, and com- 
mitted 


Gas Light and Coke and other Gas Companies Acts Amendment Bill 
(by Order). Order for Second Reading read, and ne Bill with- 
drawn.—(Mr. Cald ell.) ae ‘ 


PETITIONS. 


Berernousks.—Petition from Newport (Monmouthshire), for alteration of Law 
to lie upon the Table 


Licences (RENEWAL).—Petitions against alteration of Law; from Kirkdale 
(two); Port Talbot; St. Albans; Darwen; Newport (Fife); Stoke 
Newington ; High Green; Sheffield; Bexley Heath; Blyton cum Whar- 
ton; Keighley; Maybole and Crosshill; London; Billingshurst ; Dews- 
bury ; Ewell; Guildford; Earlsfield; Love Clough; Lespit Hall; Craw- 
shawbooth ; Leicester; Beafood ; Brierfield ; Briercliffe ; Middlesbrough ; 
Bath; Aylsham; and Manchester; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Lanp Reeistry (New Burtpines) Act, 1900.—Account presented, showing 
the Money issued from the Consolidated Fund, under the provisions of the 
Land Registry (New Buildings) Act, 1900, and of the Expenditure; the 
Money expended and borrowed and the Securities created under the said 
Act, for the period ended the 3lst March, 1903; together with the Report 
of the Comptroller and Auditor-General thereon aie — to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 80]. es ; 
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Mr. Brigg, Mr. Corrie Grant, Mr. Broadhurst, and Mr. Bell; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, 11th March, and to be printed. [Bill 105}. 


Suppiy. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That, in the opinion of this House, 
the time has come for a revision of the Law which enables compensation 
for malicious mjuries_ to be levied in Ireland on particular districts, in- 
volving an junjust and iniquitous burden on innocent persons.”— 
(Mr. Boland.) 
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Question put, “‘ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 224 ; Noes, 131. (Division List, No. 32.) 
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And, it being half-past Seven of the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 
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THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 
IN THE 
FIFTH SESSION ov tae TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT ov ° THE 
Unitep Kincpom or GREAT BRITAIN anv IRELAND, 1N THE 


FourtH YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HIS MAJESTY KING EDWARD VIL. 


SECOND VOLUME OF SESSION. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. wished to enter a protest against the Bill 

" se oe : on the ground that it contained a prin- 

W ednesday, 1 ith Feln Wury, 1904, ciple A would be prejudicial, not pera 

ne to private enterprise but to municipal 

The House met at Two of the Clock. undertakings, if carried into effect. ‘The 

Pecan Bill sought to incorporate, against its will, 

the London County Council as a party to 

NEW WHE. | this Trust, and for reasons whick might 

New Writ for the Borough of Birming- subsequently develop he now entered his 

ham (South Division), in the room of the | protest. Still he believed the common 

right hon. Joseph Powell Williams, | sense of a Committee of the House of 

deceased.—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) Commons would put upon the measure 

| the stemp of disapproval which it 
| deserved. 





UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL | 
BUSINESS. | 


Bill read a second time and committed. 

Great Eastern Railway Bill; Great | Rickmansworth and Uxbridge Valley 
Eastern Railway (Steamboats) Bill; | Water Bill (by Order). Second Reading 
Wellington (Somerset) Gas Bill. Read a/| deferred till Tuesday next (Evening 
second time, and committed. Sitting). 


THAMES STEAMBOAT TRUST BILL. Kilmarnock Corporation Order Confir- 
(Saccup Ruanwe.) mation Bill. Read a second time; to be 

‘ ’ considered upon Friday. 
Order of the Day for the Second Read- 


ing read. Ryde Gas. Report [16th February] 


from the Select Committee on Standing 
Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said | Orders read. 

he did not wish to prevent the Bill 

going upstairs to a Committee but he} Bill to be read a second time. 


| VOL. CXXX. [FourtH SErIEs.] A 











3 Returns, 
PETITIONS. 


LICENCE HOLDERS IN THE CITY 
OF WINCHESTER. 
Petition from Winchester, for redress 
of grievances; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENCES (RENEWAL). 


Petitions against alteration of Law: 
from Hastings; York; Sunderland; 
Brighton; Harringay (two); Blackpool 
(two); Ilkley; Garth; Skelmersdale ; 
Gowerton; Gorseinon; Lewes; Sheffield | 
{two); Stratford; Morriston; Charles- | 
town ; Bolton (three) ; Morecombe ; Irleth; | 
Lewisham ; Broughton; Great Harwood ; | 
Haslington; Bellingham ; Aintree ; | 
Broughty Ferry; Preston; Exeter (two); | 
Bedminster Down; 





Lancaster and | 


{COMMONS} 





Reports, &e. 4 


State for the Home Department to in- 
quire into the question of Musical Copy- 
right, with separate Report by Mr. J. 
Caldwell, M.P., and Minutes of Evidence 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


MILITARY WORKS ACTS, 1897, 1899, and 
1901. 


Account presented, for the period ended 
31st March, 1903, together with the Re- 
port of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General thereon [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 60.]} 


NATIONAL DEBT (SAVINGS BANKS AND 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES). 

Annual Account presented, for the 

period ended 20th November, 1903 [by 

Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 


Chester ; Ladywood; Bingley ; Ladybank; | printed, [No. 61.] 


Letham; Tayport; Bwlehgwyr; Salern; | 
Stonebroom ; Mumbles ; Birstal; Clydach; | 
Abergwynfin; Landore; Dalston; Crewe; | 
Gomersal ; Bodfari ; Llansilin ; Cerrigydm- | 
dior; Bryngwyn; Penrhyn (two) ; | 
Llanbedr ; Coupar Angus; Foston; South | 


NATIONAL DEBT (MILITARY SAVINGS 
BANKS). 

Account presented, of the Gross Amount 

of all Moneys received and paid by the 

Commissioners for the Reduction of the 


Wigston ; Kirkby in Furness; Eccleshall; | National Debt on account of the Fund for 
Chelmsford ; Hemingfield ; Capel Newydd ; | Military Savings Banks, from 19th Sep- 


Newnham on Severn; Hereford; Llwyn- | 
celyn; Durham; Watch Tower ; Penrhyn 
Dendraeth (two); Ffosyffin; Glasgow; | 


Pennant; Bream; Penmorfa; Llwynda- | 
fydd; Brecon; Blaenafon; Rochdale | 


(two); Blaecefn; Blaenplwyf; Llanfran- | 
dog; Tregaron; Blaencaron; and | 
Trigwron ; to lie upon the Table. | 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION | 
OF WOMEN). | 
. | 
Petition of the College Hall Old| 
Students’ Association, for legislation; to 
lie upon the Table. 
PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE. 


Petition from Staffordshire, for exten- 
sion to women ; to lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INEBRIATES’ ACTS, 1879 TO 1899 (REGU- 
LATIONS) (IRELAND). 


Paper [presented 16th February] to be 
printed. [No. 59.] 
MUSICAL COPYRIGHT COMMITTEE. 


Copy presented, of Report of the Com- 
mittee appointed by the Secretary of 





tember, 1845, to the 5th January, 1904 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 62.] 


DUCHY OF LANCASTER. 


Accounts presented, for the year ended 
21st December, 1903 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 63.] 


NAVY (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 
1903-4). 

Copy presented, of Estimate of the 
Further Amount required during the year 
ending 31st March, 1904, beyond the sum 
already provided in the Grant for Navy 
Services for the year [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 64.] 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1904-5. 


Estimates presented, for the year 1904-5 
with Explanation of Differences [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 65.] 


NAVY (STATEMENT EXPLANATORY OF 
ESTIMATES). 


Copy presented, of Statement of the 
First Lord of the Admiralty explanatory 
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5 Questions. {17 Fepruary 1904} Questions. 6 


of the Navy Estimates, 1904-5 [by Com- | he is aware that British imports into 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. Natal for the year 1903 show an increase 
of only 3-7 per cent., as compared with 
COLONIAL REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS), | 1902, whereas the import of German 
Copy presented, of Report No. 26 goods shows an increase of 44°8, and 
(Nigeria, Report on a Series of Mineral | American 42°7 percent.; and can he 
and Vegetable Products from Northern | State how these figures compare with the 
Nigeria, by Professor W. R. Dunstan, Y° 1892. 


Director of the Imperial Institute) [by = 2 : 

: F (Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
Commend]; to lie upon the Table. | Board of Trade have not yet received 
PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE Official particulars of the trade of Natal 

CLERK OF THE HOUSE. with different countries in 1903. The 
Soane’s Museum.—Copy of Statement | official Returns of the United Kingdom 
of the Funds of the Museum of the late Show 2 decline of about 1 per cent. in 


: ; exports of British produce from the 
hall NE Re Soe United Kingdom to Natal in 1903 as 


compared with 1902. 


"Damage to Port of [Ness Breakwater, 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS Isle of Lewis. 


“IRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. | Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 


Bead ask the Secretary for Scotland if he will 

: | state the nature of the recommendations 

Prices of Sugar in London and on the —_— contained in the report relative to the 

, pin —< /damage sustained by the breakwater at 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask port of Ness, Island of Lewis; and what 

the President of the Board of Trade if he action he proposes to take in the 

will state the retail prices of white patter 

granulated sugar per Ib. in London, Paris, | : 

Berlin, and Vienna, on Ist January, 1902, 


. (Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray. 
and Ist January, 1903, respectively. 


Mr. Shiel’s Report has already been 
circulated to the House, and the nature 
(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The of any suggested remedies are therein set 
: ; . .’ forth, but the expenditure involved in 

as sold in large retail establishments in eis 
London, Paris, and Berlin, on the Ist the repair to the breakwater and harbour 
January, 1902 and 1903, were approxi- of Portness, taken a whole, is so large 
mately as follows :— . and out of proportion to the advantage 
: to be gained, that it is not intended to 
take any further action in the matter. _ 


retail prices of white granulated sugar, 





Ist January, Ist January, 


2 
Fa Ib. By 4 Construction of Protecting Wall for 
Skigersta Pier, Isle of Lewis. 

; ore Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary for 
london -- 2d. 2d. Scotland if he will state whether any 
Sele. . « 4d. 4d. progress has yet been made with the con- 

struction of a protecting wall for the 
Berlin- -  - | 3d. 3 d. Skigersta Pier, Island of Lewis. 





t sel " . _| (Answered by Mr, A. Graham Murray.) 
a eee _ peng 4 ee nh The Congested Districts Board are still 
white granulated sugar is not consumed | Without reply from the promoters, but I 
there. understand that they are, nevertheless, 
keeping the question of the grant open. 

British, American, and German Imports | 

into Natal. | Applications for Postmastership of 

Sirk THOMAS DEWAR (Tower | Ilfracombe. 

Hamlets, St. George’s): To ask the | Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
President of the Board of Trade whether | To ask the Postmaster-General whether 


A 2 








7 Questions. 


he will state the date and number of the 
Post Office Circular in which applications 
were invited for the postmastership of 
Ilfracombe; and whether he will state 
the number of applications for the 
position. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
vacancy was not notified in the Post 
Office Circular, as the late postmaster 
was for disciplinary reasons required to 
exchange with another officer. 


Annual Leave of Adult Post Office 
Messengers. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): To ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he is 
aware that adult messengers in pro- 
vincial towns who perform full night 
duty are not allowed the same annual 
leave as unestablished officers on full day 
duty; and whether he can see his way 
to increase the annual leave for the 
former. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I am not 
aware of the circumstances to which the 
hon. Member refers, and if he will furnish 
me with some particulars I will have 
inquiry made, 

Postal Deliveries at Bolarney, 
Wicklow. 

Mr. COGAN (Wicklow, E.): To ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he is 
aware that there are three or four 
deliveries daily of letters within the 
greater portion of the urban district of 
Wicklow, but that there is only one 
delivery daily at 6.30 a.m. in the part of 
the urban district called Bolarney, and 
that therefore letters arriving by the 
7.20 a.m. train are not delivered until 
the following morning; and, if so, 
whether he will cause such steps to be 
taken as will ensure a morning delivery 
of all letters arriving the same morning 
to every resident within the urban 
district, and to those who reside adjacent 
to the urban boundary. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I have 
made inquiry on the question of afford- 
ing a second delivery in the day in 
Bolarney, but I regret to find that, 
owing to the small number of letters 
affected, I should not be justified in 
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Questions. 8 


incurring the additional expense neces- 
sary for affording the desired accom- 
modation. 


Telephonic Communication between 

ymena and Londonderry. 

Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, 8.) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General if he 
can state what progress has been made 
towards establishing telephonic communi- 
cation between Ballymena and London- 
derry with branch lines to Coleraine and 
Limavady ; and when the construction of 
such system will be commenced. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The Post 
Office trunk wire system has been ex- 
tended from Belfast to Bally:nena, and 
exchanges have been opened at Antrim, 
Ballymena, and Kells. I hope to be able 
to arrange for a further extension to serve 
Coleraine, Limavady, and Londonderry, 
when additional funds are available 
for the development of the Post Office 
telephone system. A Bill to authorise 
further capital expenditure for this pur- 
pose will be presented to this House at 
an early date. 


Russo-Japanese war—Coal as Contraband- 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): To 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether coal has been 
declared by the Russian or Japanese 
Government to be contraband of war, or 
has coal been treated by the belligerents 
as contraband. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) His Majesty’s 
Government have not learned that any 
declaration on the subject has been made 
by either of the belligerents. 


Collection of County Rates in Ireland. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if the Local 
Government Board for Ireland will agree 
to allow collectors of county rates to close 
their account , on Ist May and Ist 
November instead of on 31st March and 
30th September, where it can be shown 
that the collection of the rates will be 
thereby facilitated. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) I would 
refer the hon. Baronet to my reply to the 





—— 
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9 Questions. 


similar Question put to me on Monday 
last by the hon. Member for South 
Wexford. + 


Fertilisers and Feeding Stuffs Act— 
Suggested Amendment. 


Sm THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland if he will introduce a Bill 
to amend the Fertilisers and Feeding 
Stuffs Act, 1893, as far as Ireland is con- 
cerned, so that the analyses of artificial 
manures be stamped on the bags, so much 
of nitrogen, potash, and phosphates, the 
use of all other terms to be prohibited ; 
that it be compulsory on the merchant to 
sell to a policeman or officer authorised to 
take samples by the Department of 
Agriculture or county committees of 
agriculture and technical instruction ; 
that samples be taken by a sampling pale 
or spear; and that, as regards feeding 
stuffs, merchants be otliged to give an 
analysis of the exact composition, and 
any departure therefrom to constitute an 
offence. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Department has under consideration the 
question of an amendment of this Act, so 
far as it applies to Ireland. Before 
finally deciding as to the nature of any 
amendment, it proposes to avail itself of 
the conclusions which may be arrived at 
by the Departmental Committee appointed 
by the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries 
to inquire into the working of the Act in 
Great Britain, as much of the evidence 
given before that Committee will no 
doubt be also applicable to the cireum- 
stances of [reland. 


Working of Terenure to Blessington 
Steam Tramway. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-j.ieutenant of Ireland if he is aware 
that the Terenure (Dublin) to Blessington 
steam tram line has been working at a 
loss to the county Wicklow guaranteeing 
baronies of over £9,000, from the year 
1887 to the 30th of June, 1901, equal to 
£600 a year ; and also that the Blessing- 
ton to Poulaphouca line, an independent 
and unguaranteed enterprise, is worked 
partly at the expense of the Terenure and 





t See (4) Debates., xxix, 1303. - 
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Questions. 10 


Blessington system ; and whether he will 
order an official inquiry into this matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
payment of dividends on the guaranteed 
capital of the Dublin and Blessington 
Steam Tramway and the payment of any 
deficit in working expenses on the line 
are guaranteed by the counties Dublin 
and Wicklow. The net payment by each 
county in the period covered by the 
Question was £4,596 7s. 1ld. There 
were Treasury contributions amounting 
to £3,830 1s. 2d. in respect to each 
county during the same.period, The ex- 
tension to Poulaphouca is worked by the 
Dublin and Blessington Tramway at a 
lower rate and is allowed exceptional 
terms in the way of rebate on traffic. I 
am not aware that there are any reasons 
for an inquiry as suggested. 


Irish Children and Gardening— 
Government Grants, 

Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the English Board of 
Agriculture gives grants for the subject of 
gardening ; and whether, in view of the 
desirability of children being made 
familiar with the habits, growth, and food 
of plants, he will take steps to secure 
that the Irish Board of Agriculture shall 
also give grants for the subject of 
gardening, 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) 1 under- 
stand the English Board of Agriculture 
makes grants to certain institutions for 
agricultural purposes, including garden- 
ing. Grants for the teaching of gardening 
have also been made by the Irish Depart- 
ment through the county committees of 
agricultural and technical instruction. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Naval Training Ships—Stornoway’s 
Claim. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): 1 
beg, to ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty whether he is aware that the 
Walpole Commission in their Report, 
dated July, 1890, recommended the estab- 
lishment of a training ship for the Royal 
Navy at Stornoway; and will: he ’say 








1] Questions. 


whether the Board of Admiralty can see 
their way to adopt the proposal. 


Tue SECRETARY to tae ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The Admiralty are aware of the 
recommendations of the Walpole Com- 
mission, but cannot see their way to 
establish a training ship at Stornoway. 


North Sea Fisheries — Wireless 
Telegraphy with the Faroe Islands 
and Iceland. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, in view of the proposals con- 
tained in the Report of the International 
Conference on Scientific Investigations in 
the North Sea, the question of securing 
communication with the Faroe Islands 
and Iceland by wireless telegraphy has 
yet been considered. 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Percy, 
Kensington, S.): As my predecessor 
stated on the 25th of June last,} the point 
raised cannot be considered apart from 
the larger question of the general use of 
wireless telegraphy. On this subject no 
definite decision has yet been arrived at. 


Thibet—Chinese Envoy to Lhassa, 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
he will state whether the Chinese Envoy 
who left Pekin in December, 1902, ona 
mission to Lhassa, for the purpose of 
arranging with the Thibetans a solution 
of the questions which the British Com- 
missioner has been charged to discuss, 
has yet reached his destination; and, if 
not, will he consider the expediency of 
communicating with the Chinese Govern- 
ment with a view to ascertain the cause 
of the delay. 


Eart PERCY: We have no infor- 
mation of the arrival of the Chinese 
Envoy at Lhassa, but, having regard to the 
instructions which the Chinese Minister 
stated in his note of 23rd November had 
been given, it is not proposed to make a 
furthur communication to the Chinese 
Government at present. 
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Armed Political Mission to Thibet. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he will state the 
grounds upon which the Government of 
India decided that the present armed 
political mission to Thibet is not a contra- 
vention of the Act of 1858; and whether 
he will lay Papers before Parliament con- 
taining a report of the proceedings of the 
Supreme Executive Council of India at 
which this conclusion was arrived at, 
together with the opinions then given 
upon the question. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The fact that an escort accom- 
panies the political mission does not 
necessitate any taction under Clauses 
54 and 55 of the Government of 
India Act, to which I presume the hon. 
Member refers. The question is not one 
for the consideration of the Governor- 
General’s Council, and there are no Papers 
to be presented. 


Indian Railways. 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether Parliament will be supplied 


at an early date with copies of 
the Indian Government’s recommen- 
dations, founded on Mr. Thomas 


Robertson’s Report, regarding the work- 
ing of the Indian railway system, with his 
suggestions as to new lines. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The views and 
recommendations of the Government 
of India on Mr. Thomas Kobertson’s 
Report are now under my consideration. 
I cannot present any further Papers at 
present. 


Calcutta High Court. 

Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India, 
referring to the answer given by his 
predecessor to a Question by the hon. 
Member for the Frome Division of 
Somerset on the 13th November, 1902,F if 
he will state the result of the inquiry 
instituted. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am informed by 
the Government of India that the sug- 
gestion that there has been any undue 
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13 Questions. 


delay in the disposal of criminal work in 
the Caleutta High Court is entirely un- 
founded ; that if the criminal work before 
the Court is found at any time to be more 
than one Bench can deal with, arrange- 
ments are always made for constituting a 
second criminal Bench to deal with the 
excess ; and that the Judges, after careful 
search, are unable to trace that any case 
has occurred in which a person on a short 
term of imprisonment who has appealed 
and not been released on bail, has served 
his term before his appeal could be heard. 


Convict Labour in the Colonies. 

Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether convicts, 
native or otherwise, have ever been let 
out for hire in any of our self-governing or 
Crown colonies except in the case of the 
Transvaal. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lytretton, War- 
wick and Leamington): As I stated in 
reply to another Question on Monday,t 
1,200 convicts are employed at Kim- 
berley in the mines. This is in virtue of 
a contract between the Government and 
the De Beers Consolidated Mines Limited. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON: That is not 


an answer to my Question. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: If the hon. 
Gentleman thinks it worth while pursuing 
the matter I will make further inquiries 
and endeavour to obtain the information 
he wants. 


‘Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Is the right hon. Gentleman aware 
that convict labour is employed on 
Robben Island ? 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): Are there 
any white men among these 1,200 con- 
victs 2 


[No answer was returned.] 


Transvaal Labour Ordinance. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the Transvaal Government is 
prepared to alter the Ordinance with 
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regard to the admission of Chinese labour 
so as to include the points suggested by 
the Chinese Minister for further safe- 
guarding the interests of the immigrants, 
especially as regards corporal punish- 
ment. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: The Legislative 
Council of the Transvaal having been 
adjourned, the amendment of the Ordi- 
nance is not practicable, but I anticipate 
no difficulty in meeting the suggestions ot 
the Chinese Minister under the power to 
make regulations which is given by the 
Ordinance. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Will the sugges- 
tion in regard to the appointment of a 
Consul or of Consuls be agreed to ? 


*Mr. LYTTELTON assented. 


Employment of Native Convicts in the 
Transvaal. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he will state what is the total 
number of native convicts in the Trans- 
vaal Colony ; and how many are supplied 
for purposes of labour to private persons 
or companies. I beg also to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman if he will state how many 
of the 850 native convicts supplied to the 
Transvaal gold mines have been convicted 
for minor offences, such as walking on the 
side-walk, intoxication, or petty thefts, 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : I have given the 
hon. Member all the information in my 
possession, in replying to him on Monday, 
excepting that I have also learnt that the 
employment of convicts with the mining 
companies was arranged, not to oblige 
them, but because there was insufficient 
accommodation in the gaols, with over- 
crowding and danger to health. I will 
make further inquiry as to the details 
which the hon. Member desires. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman ascertain the total number of 
convicts in the colony ? 


*Mr, LYTTELTON : Yes, Sir. 





+ See (4) Debates, cxxix, 1320 





+ See (4) Debates, cxxix, 1320. 











15 Questions. 
The Reported Rising in Nigeria. 

Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket): 
May I ask the Secretary for the Colonies 
whether he has any official information 
about the disasters in Southern Nigeria 
reported in this morning’s paper ? 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: No, Sir. 


Trinidad Disturbances. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies if he wil 
state when the Report of the Chief 
Justice of British Guiana, relative to the 
disturbances at Port of Spain, Trinidad, 
will be laid upon the Table of the House. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I cannot at 
present state whether the Report will be 
published or when. 


Mr. WEIR: May I repeat the Ques- 
tion in a week’s time ? 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: Oh, a little longer. 


National Finance—Unexpended Balances. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, having regard 
to the fact that the unexpended balances 
of Votes surrendered to the Exchequer by 
Government Departments during the last 
ten years amounts to £11,613,119 19s. 9d., 
will he state how much of this sum 
represents Scottish and Irish Votes re- 
spectively. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or -tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): I fear it is impos- 
sible to show the total surrenders out of 
monies provided for Scottish and Irish 
services because a great part of this 
provision is included in Votes such as 
those for the Post Office and Inland 
Revenue Departments which apply to 
the whole of the United Kingdom and 
which cannot, therefore, be earmarked to 
particular countries. 


Supplementary Estimates. 

Mr. WHITLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of the Treasury whether there 
will be any Supplementary Estimates this 
year; and, if so, can he indicate the 
nature of the Votes required. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY oF 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Victor CaveEn- 
DISH, Derbyshire, W.): The Civil Service 
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Supplementary Estimates were circulated 
yesterday. There will also be Supple- 
mentary Estimates for the Army and 
Navy. 


Mr, WHITLEY : Can the hon. Gentle- 
man state the total amount to ke asked 
for ? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I am 
afraid not. 


Mr. WEIR: Can we have the amount 
for the Navy ? 


Mr, PRETY MAN : £1,270,000. The 
Estimate will be circulated to-morrow. 


Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act. 

Sir THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): I beg to ask Mr. 
Solicitor-General whether he is aware that 
the Recorder, when dealing with the case 
of a prisoner brought before him at the Old 
Bailey on the 9th instant, stated that in 
his opinion the Poor Prisoners’ Act did 
not clearly show that the prisoner was 
entitled to the services of both a solicitor 
and counsel, and, in the circumstances, he 
gave instructions for a counsel to be 
employed direct on behalf of the prisoner 
without reference to a solicitor ; and, if 
so, will he state whether he proposes to 
take action in the matter. 


Tue SOLICITOR -GENERAL (Sir 
EpwarD Carson,Dublin University) : The 
Question does not accurately represent 
what was said by the Recorder on the 
occasion referred to. The Recorder stated 
that as no solicitors had, at the Old Bailey, 
expressed their willingness to defend 
poor prisoners under the Act of last 
session he was unable to assign a solicitor, 
but that he had ceme to the conclusion 
that he was entitled to assign counsel 
and he accordingly did so. The rules 
proposed by the Attorney-General in 
pursuance of the Act, and which have been 
laid upon the Table of the House, make 
provision for the employment of both 
solicitor and counsel. 


Congestion in Scottish Crofting Counties. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
for Scotland whether, since the publi- 
cation of the last Report of the Congested 
Districts Board, any arrangements for 
the acquisitiori of land in either of the 
six crofting counties for the creation of 
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new holdings have been completed ; and, 
if so, will he state briefly the nature of 
the arrangements, the districts where 
land has been secured, and the amount 
expended. 


THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): The only 
fully completed arrangement for the ac- 
quisition of land since the publication of 
the last Report of the Congested 
Districts Board is that of the Estate of 
Glendale in Skye, the price of which is 
not payable until Whitsunday term next, 
but there are several other cases which 
the Board hope to deal with in their 
forthcoming Report. 


Fitzmaurice Estate—Queen’s County. 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland what progress has been 
made with the sale to the tenants on the 
Fitzmaurice property in the Queen’s 
county ; and, whether any advance has 
been recently made in the way of sale on 
the other side of the same property to 
the tenants on the townlands of Coolna- 
doun and Clogheready in the county of 
Limerick. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpuHaM, Dover): The 
report made by the Land Commission on 
the Queen’s county portion of this estate 
was before the Land Judge on the 14th 
ultimo, and its further consideration was 
postponed to an early date. It is not 
proposed, as I have already pointed out, 
to consider the question of a sale of the 
Limerick portion of the estate until after 
the completion of the sale of the Queen’s 
County portion. 


Apjohn Estate, County Limerick. 


Mr. LUNDON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he can say how the estate 
of the representatives of the late Michael 
Marshall Lloyd Apjohn in and around 
Pallasgrean, county Limerick, stands as 
regards sale to the tenants on it ; and 
what progress has been made in that 
direction since last August. 


Mr, WYNDHAM: The draft rental 
has now been finally settled, and on 
Thursday last the Land Judge authorised 
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the Receiver to negotiate with the tenants 
for the sale to them of their holdings. 


Longford Drainage Rates. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether any 
complaints as to excessive drainage rates 
in county Longford have been made to 
the Board of Works; whether he is 
aware that, in the case of the Camlin 
River Drainage tax, sums have been 
levied twice in one year on some tenants, 
and only once on others; whether any 
control rests in the hands of the local 
drainage board on the question of the 
assessing and levying of the amount ; 
and to whom complaint is to be made in 
case of overcharges. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No complaints of 
the nature mentioned in the first and 
second parts of the Question have been 
made to the Board of Works. The 
locally elected drainage board is re- 
sponsible for the applotment and _ col- 
lection of the rates, and any complaints 
in this respect should be addressed to 
that board. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: If this matter 
is not attended to, will the Board of Works 
take it in hand ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Any complaint of 
overcharge should go to the Board 
of Works. If wrongful administration 
is complained of, an action would be 
against members of the drainage hoard 
or the electors could turn them out at 
the next election. 


Fair Rent Applications. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he will state how 
many arplications to fix fair rents have 
been filed since lst November, 1903 ; how 
many of these applications are first and 
how many second-term applications ; and 
how many agreements have been filed 
during the same period. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
applications filed between lst November, 
1903, and 15th February, instant, was, 
for a first-term rent, 1,070, and for a 
second-term rent, 1,869. The number of 








19 (Questions. 


agreements filed in the same period was 
741 for a first-term, and 1,113 for a/| 
second-term rent. 
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Tyrone Magistracy. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


| Lieutenant of Ireland how many Roman 


Harmless Lunatics in Ireland. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will consider the advisability of intro- 
ducing, this session, a Bill to assimilate 
the Law in Ireland with that of Scotland, 
which enables the boarding out of harm- 
less lunatics. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I can only refer | 
the hon. Member to the reply which I 
gave on Thursday last to a Question } us 
on the same subject.+ 


Trish Development Fund Act and 
National Schools. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland, in reference to the 
Development Fund Act, whether his 
undertaking given last session that all 
national schools, maintaining an average 
daily attendance of fifty pupils, will be 
entitled to the services of an assistant 
teacher will be carried into effect at an 
early date; and whether, in view of the 
fact that the Commissioners of National 
Education have frequently made repre- 
sentations to this effect, he will induce 
the Treasury to take steps to have this 
reform carried out with the least possible 
delay. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I promised to give 
this matter my earnest and favourable 
attention. But it must be considered in 
relation to all the features of primary 
education and to the charges, which 
cannot at present be determined, that 
may fall on the Development Grant in 
connection with the flotation of stock. 


Mr. FLYNN: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say when he is likely to be in | 
a position to give the Irish Members this | 
information ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I shall be very 
glad to do it, either in this House or out 
of it, as soon as possible. 


+ See (4) Debates, exxix, 1037. 


Catholic magistrates there are in the 


Fintona district, county Tyrone, seeing 
that the population is not largely Roman 
Catholic; and if any proposal will be 
made to the proper authority to increase 
the number of Roman Catholic magis- 
trates. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: One _ Roman 
Catholic magistrate attended Petty 
Sessions in this district last year. The 
Lord Chancellor and the Lieutenant of 
the County will consider any recom- 
mendations that may be made to them 
in favour of the appointment of addi- 
tional Roman Catholic gentlemen to the 
Commission. 


St. Mels College, Longford. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will state 
by what authority payment of a sum of 
£34 odd in respect of additional equip- 
ment expenditure for science teaching 
has been refused to St. Mels College, 
Longford ; and, having regard to the fact 
that Part II. of the scheme of the County 
Longford Technical Committee provides 
for such payment, will he direct that the 


sanction of the department be given to 


its payment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am advised that 
Part II. of the scheme does not provide 
for payment of the sum mentioned. The 
department has authorised payment of 
the whole of the amount allocated under 
the scheme for laboratory equipment at 
the college, namely £125. A further 
grant of £67 17s. 6d. out of the Science 
and Art Vote has also been made towards 
the cost of equipment, and an additional 
amount may be payable when the ex- 
amination of the accounts has been com- 
, pleted. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Are we to 
understand that the £34 is not covered 
by this further grant ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM : That is so I think. 
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Longford Rural District Loans. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL : I beg toask the 
Chief Secretary to the List Ticatens 
of Ireland if he will explain why a sum 
of £130 certified for as being due as an 
instalment on loan to Longford Rural 
District Council by Mr. Price, Engineer- 
ing Inspector of the Local Government 


Board, is not being paid ; whether he is | 
aware that in consequence of the delay in| 


advancing this loan a cheque for £100, 
given to the contractor for the work, is 
lying unpaid at the bank since last 
October; and will he direct that the 
amount certified for by Mr. Price be now 
advanced. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The inspector did 
not give a certificate, as stated. The 
amounts advanced from time to time in 
respect of approved loans are recom- 
mended by the Local Government Board. 
In the present case the Board recom- 
mended the issue of an advance of £150 
to the District Council on the 5th instant, 
and on the 10th instant the amount was | 
paid by the Board of Works. 


Galway Fair Rent Appeals. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view of 
the fact that appeals against decisions of 
Land Sub-Commission in fixing fair rents 
in county Galway, although lodged three 
years ago, have not yet been heard, he 
will take steps to secure that they shall 
be heard without further delay. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed that 


a sitting for the hearing of fair rent. 
appeals at Galway will be arranged for | 


by the Commissioners at the earliest 
possible date. 


Belfast Post Office. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Postmaster-General if he will 
arrange that notice plates shall be pro- | 
vided at the front counter of the post | 
office at Belfast indicating the nature of 
the business transacted at the various | 
departments, and direct that a late fee | 
box be placed convenient to the general | 
letter box. 

Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord | 
STanLey, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : I | 
have given directions for enamelled iron 
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‘notice plates to be fixed in the head 
post office at Belfast as desired by the 
‘hon. Member. A late fee letter box is 
| already provided in Garfield Street beside 
| the large letter boxes for general posting, 
-and no further facilities for late fee 
posting seem to be necessary. 


Longford Postal Arrangements. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Postmaster-General whether, in order 
to facilitate the earlier delivery of letters 

and parcels in Longford, he will direct 
|that the auxiliary postmen at present 
employed for that purpose be placed 
/upon the permanent staff of town letter 
carriers. 


Lorp STANLEY: There is no need at 
present to increase the number of estab- 
lished town postmen at Longford, but 
the question of employing an established 
rural postman in place of a rural 
auxiliary is now being considered. 


Longford Drainage Loans. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury to state 
the total amount of loans for drainage 
purposes raised in the county Longford; 
how much of this sum was administered 
by elected and how much by non-elected 
drainage boards; and how much is 
now outstanding against the several 
districts in North and South Longford. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The 
total amount of advances by the Board 
of Works for arterial drainage in county 
Longford is £51,652 1s. ld. This is 
exclusive of the amount expended for 
maintenance by the local boards, as to 
which the Government has no informa- 
tion. All the trustees of drainage boards 


“are elected. The amount of principal 
outstanding on the 31st March last was 
'as follows:—Currygrane, £246 10s.; 


Upper Inny, £44,304 Os. 10d.; Rinn and 


Black River, £689 Os. 9d.; Total 
£45,239 11s. 7d. 
Lough Foyle Lights. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether any further progress has 
been made by the Irish J .ight Commission- 
ers with the erection of the gas lighted 
sounding buoy, promised by him on their 
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behalf in 1902, at the Tuns Bank entrance 
to Lough Foyle ; and, if not, what is the 
cause of the delay. 


Questions. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. GERALD BALFour, Leeds, 
Central): I am informed by the Com- 
missioners of Irish Lights that they hope 
to place the buoy on Tuns Bank during 
the coming summer. Some slight delay 
has been caused by a strike at the 
contractors’ works, which has now been 
settled. 


Transit of Irish Live Stock—Through 
Consignment Notes. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether he will 
make inquiry into the terms of the through 
consignment notes for the transit of 
live stock from Ireland to Great 
Britain; and whether he is aware that 
consignors are compelled to sign a con- 
tract relieving the carrying companies 
from the safeguarding provisions of the 
Carrier’s Act. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I 
cannot add anything to replies which I 
have from time to time given the hon. 
Member. I am not aware that carrying 
companies in Ireland compel or have any 
power to compel consignors of live stock 
to sign contracts relieving the companies 
of liability, and a general inquiry into 
the terms of consignment notes does not 
appear to be necessary. 


Irish Soldiers as Game-beaters. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can state with what object and by what 
authority the permanent staff of the 
Fifth Battalion, Royal Irish Rifles, were 
engaged as game-beaters at Finnebrogue 
on 17th November and 19th January, 
and at Seaforde on 8th December and 
5th January ; and whether any, and if so 
what, remuneration was paid. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE 
WAR '!'(Mr. Arno.p-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): I am not aware of these incidents, 
and I am not prepared to interfere with 
the discretion of the local military | 
authorities in the matter. 


FOR 
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Buncrana Barracks, Donegal. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
will state the cause of the delay on the 
part of the War Office in proceeding with 
the erection of the new military barracks 
at Buncrana, county Donegal ; whether 
a site has yet been selected ; and, seeing 
that the account prepared by the War 
Office for the years 1901-1902 provided 
for the erection of the barracks, will he 
say whether the construction will be pro- 
ceeded with immediately. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: As _ the 
hon. Member is aware, great difficulties 
have been experienced in negotiating for 
the purchase of land for building the 
barracks there for the Royal Garrison 
Artillery, The cost of the land together 
with the cost of the barracks is considered 
prohibitive, and the scheme of building 
the barracks has been accordingly 
abandoned. 


Gambling in Futures. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the 
Government will consider the urgency of 
the situation arising from the corner in 
cotton, and introduce legislation to pro- 
hibit gambling in futures, options, and 
warrants in produce and stock exchanges, 
or give facilities for the discussion of a 
Bill with this object if introduced by a 
private Member. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
AKERS-DouGLas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) 


, —(for Mr. A. J. Balfour) : I am afraid the 


situation—undoubtedly a mostanxious one 
—will hardly be amended by legislation 
of the character suggested by the hon. Mem- 
bers;and though I heartily sympathise with 
the object the hon. Member has in view, 
I fear that, as at present advised, my 
reply to his Question must be in the 
negative. I may remind him that, after 
all, as is stated in the gracious Speech 
from the Throne, the best remedy for the 
condition of things from which, unfortu- 
nately, the cotton industry is now suffer- 
ing would appear to lie in increasing the 
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sources of supply of the raw material 
from the various parts of the Empire. 


Mr. FIELD: What is to become of 
the Lancashire and Yorkshire manufac- 
turers in the meantime ? 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : That is a 
question I am afraid I cannot answer 
now. 





PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 


First Report brought up, and read ; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


NEW BILLS. 


RESIDENT a (BELFAST) 

“To make provision for the appoint- 
ment and remuneration of Resident 
Magistrates in Belfast,” presented by Sir 
James Haslett ; supported by Mr. Wolff, 
Mr. Sloan, Mr. Charles Craig, and Mr. 
O'Doherty ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 2nd March, and to be 
printed. | Bill 70.] 


WINTER ASSIZES (IRELAND) BILL. 


“To extend the jurisdiction of Winter 
Assizes in Ireland,” presented by Sir 
James Haslett ; supported by Mr. Wolff, 
Mr. Sloan, Mr. Charles Craig, Mr. Thomas 
Corbett, Mr. O'Doherty, and Mr. Wood ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 
2nd March, and to be printed. [Bill 71.] 


REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL. 

“For the registration of firms and 
persons carrying on business under trade 
names,” presented by Mr. Emmott ; sup 
ported by Mr. James Heath, Sir Alfred 
Hickman, Sir William Holland, and Mr. 
Walter Palmer; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, i3th May, and to be 
printed. [Bill 72.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING (LONDON) BILL. 


“To provide for the adjustment, in 
accordance with changes of boundary 
effected under The London Government 
Act, 1899, of the areas within which 
local authorities and companies are author- 
ised to supply electricity,” presented by 
Mr. Gerald Balfour ; supported by Mv. 
Bonar Law; to be read a second time 
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upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 69. ] 


CROFTERS’ HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) 
ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the Acts relating to 
Crofters’ Holdings in Scotland,” pre- 
sented by Mr. Ainsworth ; supported by 
Mr. John Dewar, Mr. Cathcart Wason, 
Mr. Weir, and Mr. Harmsworth; to be 
read a second time upon Tuesday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 73.] 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1897) AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the provisions of The 
Congested Districts (Scotland) Act, 1897, 
as to the application of the fund consti- 
tuted by the Act; and for other pur- 
poses,” presented by Mr. Ainsworth ; 
supported by Mr. John Dewar, Mr. 
Cathcart Wason, Mr. Weir, and Mr. 
Harmsworth ; to be read a second time 
upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 74. ] 


LAND VALUES TAXATION (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


‘To provide for the Taxation for local 
purposes of Land Values in burghs in 
Scotland,” presented by Mr. Caldwell; 
supported by Mr. J. H. Whitley, Mr. 
Hunter Craig, Mr. Trevelyan, Mr. John 
Hope, Mr. Ainsworth, and Mr. Dobbie ; 
to be read a second time upon Friday, 
11th March, and to be printed. {Bill 75.] 





KING’S SPEECH (MOTION FOR AN 
ADDRESS). 


[Twetrru Day.] 

Order read, forresuming adjourned de- 
bate on Amendment [16th February] to 
Main Question [2nd February], “ That an 
humble Address be presented to His 
Majesty, as followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign, 


“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 
Houses of Parliament.”—( Mr. Hardy.), 


Which Amendment was— 


“At the end of the Question, to add the words, 
‘And we humbly represent to Your Majesty 
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that it is highly inexpedient that sanction 
should be given to any Ordinance permitting the 
introduction of indentured Chinese labourers in- 
to the Transvaal Colony until the approval of 
the colonists has been formally ascertained.” — 
(Mr. Herbert Samuel.) 


Question again proposed, ‘“‘ That those 
words be there added.” 


*Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stow- 
market) said there were two features of 
the preceding day’s debate which must be 
prominent in all their minds. The first 
was the lucid and masterly speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary, whose knowledge and whose 
judgment on this particularly thorny 
question not only showed him thoroughly 
qualified for the important position 
which he now held, but also in an ordinary 
case would have rendered further jus- 
tification of the Government attitude 
unnecessary. That led him to the second 
prominent feature, that this debate was 
differentiated from an ordinary case by 
the fact that in the very able speeches of 
the mover and seconder of the Amend- 
ment absolutely no consideration at all 
was given to the voice of the majority of 
the Legislative Council in the Transvaal, 
neither was any allowed for the Majority 
Report of the Labour Commission, or for 
the overwhelming evidence of experts 
whose lives had been given up to the study 
of labour questions such as these. The 
case of the mine-owners had been dis- 
missed with a shrug of the shoulders, 
although they occupied the position of 
trustees of thousands of shareholders in 
this ccuntry—the sole suggestion was 
that they feared financial loss, and that all 
they desired was to flog work out of a 
voteless and subservient race. The 
official members of the Council were dis- 
posed of as placemen and the rest of the 
majority were discounted—unworthily, as 
he thought—as being “ open to influence ” 
and as “tame Boers ”—a rather strange 
term to apply, for instance, to P. Roux, 
who was one of the last to surrender 
in the war. Thus, by a process of what 
he might call violent elimination, the hon. 
Member built up the superstructure of 
his own and succeeding arguments on the 
evidence of two individuals, the only men 
he assumed to be of fearless and inde- 
pendent character, and the only experts 
whom he considered worth consideration. 
Under these circumstances it seemed 
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almost necessary to preface one’s remarks 
by saying that those who supported the 
Government in this matter were not 
necessarily associates, accomplices, and 
-hirelings of those traders in the Transvaal 
whom hon. Members opposite were never 
tired of denouncing. The insinuation, at 
any rate, would lie lightly on him, for he 
never owned stock or share in any gold 
or other mine. The hon. Member for 
Cleveland had expressed a hope that they 
should give a free vote on this occasion. 
Now, whatever he might have done the 
night before last, he certainiy would be 
giving a free vote that night ; because he 
proposed to give a vote in favour of the 
best interests of a colony for which, how- 
ever unwillingly, they had taken the 
sole responsibility, and whose prosperity 
therefore it was their bounden duty to try 
to raise even above the level it enjoyed 
before the war. A new explanation of 
the war had lately been discovered. 
They were now being told that the war 
of 1899 was waged in order that an un- 
limited number of white men might find 
employment in the Transvaal, and it was 
added that the projected importation of 
Asiatic labour would mean that all the 
advantages gained by the expenditure 
of blood and treasure in the war 
was to be wasted. That was a new 
explanation of the war, which had not 
been discovered at the time when 
Gentlemen opposite were exercising all 
their ingenuity to find unworthy reasons 
for war in the Transvaal. It was ridi- 
culous as a motive, for they held that the 
war was waged because the South 
African Republic did not acknowledge 
the suzerainty of Great Britain, because 
of the indignities inflicted upon British 
subjects in the Transvaal, and because of 
the invasion of a British colony by a Boer 
army. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): What about the Jameson Raid ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think the hon. 
Member had better abstain from speaking 
on the causes of the war. 


*Mr. MALCOLM said he was only 
dealing with the explanation given by 
hon. Members opposite as to the cause of 
the war, but, of course, he would not press 
the matter further. He thought that if, 
as a result of victory, the Transvaal 
had become a happier land to live in, that 
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was no reason for urging a procedure on 
the Transvaal Government of to-day which 
must logically lead to a monopoly of 
labour for Europeans in the mines. That 
was an impossible ideal in the first 
place, and in the second place it would be 
fraught with danger to the ultimate pros- 
perity of the colony, and would very 
likely add much to the friction caused 
by the black labour problem which 
was already causing grave anxiety 
in various countries. Perhaps one might 
be allowed to protest against the 
interference of outside opinion in a 
matter which only concerned the Trans- 
vaal Government and the Imperial 
Government. He thought the remon- 
strance of Mr. Deakin, and of that im. 
petuous Imperialist, Mr. Seddon—a new 
friend of hon. Gentlemen opposite— 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
i): No, an old friend. 


*Mr. MALCOLM said he thought 
these remonstrances were strangely out 
of place in the mouths of men who 
themselves would most violently resent 


outside interference in the affairs of 
their own colonies, and they must 
seem equally strange to the ears 


of those who held that local self-govern- 
ment was the keystone of our colonial 
success. Why was it that the Transvaal 
Government was so anxious to secure 
foreign labour? The reason was that 
they were desirous—as we all wished— 
to restore prosperity to the one industry 
which could pay the way of the 
colony—the one industry which caused 
money to circulate in the country 
and would allow British citizens to 
lead a happier life than they were 
likely to do under present circumstances. 
Gold was tothe Transvaal what the cane 
fields used to be to the West Indies, what 
cod fishing was to Newfoundland, and 
what tea was to Ceylon. The develop- 
ment ot that particular industry meant the 
development of the colony ; its stagnation 
meant ruin to the colony. Could one be 
surprised that this was an urgent question 
to be settled, as he thought, without the 
referendum and without delay ; for so long 
as development was delayed so long 
would the general welfare of the country 
be retarded, and so long, incidentally, 
would its share of the war debt to this 
country remain unpaid. It was lack of 
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labour alone which prevented progress 
towards immediate prosperity. 


The problem was now to supply 
that labour. Had they exhausted as 
yet every other source of supply? 
They would all admit that the Trans- 
vaal Government, since the war, had 
spent large sums of money in improv- 
ing and developing recruiting methods, 
and at the same time they had to regret 
that its efforts had proved unavailing 
and unsuccessful. The latest returns 
showed that in spite of all their expendi- 
ture 129,000 men were wanted to bring 
the mines up to the state of efficiency 
they were in just before the war. Since 
1886 there never had been sufficient 
Kaffir labour. Before the war they had 
100,000 Kaffirs; now there were not 
more than 50,000, and the rest of these, 
after allowing for those employed on 
public works and in agriculture, were 
little better than wastrels scattered over 
the land. In this connection he hoped 
the House would allow him to accentuate 
what seemed to him likely to prove a 
great danger—and that was the number of 
unemployed Kaffirs unwilling to work and 
unbroken to discipline. As the number 
of these loafers increased they would be- 
come more and more a serious menace 
to the safety of the white minority. And 
their number would increase as labour- 
saving machinery was imported into the 
Rand, unless serious efforts were made to 
alter the conditions of native labour as 
they at present existed, to deal with the 
taxation and to modify those native 
habits which led to absolute sloth and 
worthlessness among the Kaffirs early in 
life. Their ancestors were only huntsmen 
and spearmen, but as they learnt the 
dignity of lebour, and as their wants and 
the wants of their wives increased, they 
would be attracted to that form of 
labour the remuneration of which would 
most quickly satisfy their ambitions. 
The day had not yet come, but the pro- 
cess was going on slowly, and it would be 
pessimistic indeed to think it would not 
come. In Bechuanaland and Basutoland 
especially the change in the last twenty- 
five years had been extraordinary. But 
until that day dawned it would be for 
the good of all to insist on indirect com- 
pulsory labour, under, of course, humane 
conditions, for races in a backward state 
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of civilisation. It was as necessary corresponding obligation on the white 
morally for black races to be made to class that those in authority should as 
work as for white children to be made to far as possible be drawn from the best 
go to school. It was their first lesson in classes of the white race. These men 
discipline, and to argue that there was could not descend to work beside the 
anything of slavery in such asystem was Kaffir in the mines. Not only would it 
to misread or ignore the history of lower them in the estimation of the 
countries ruled and developed by white Datives and of their neighbours, but it 
minorities and to show ourselves indeed Would be impossible to give them the 
slaves of our own misleading phraseology, | W48°S they would ask. White labour 
In the Transvaal he believed 50,000 more | had been tried by Sir Perey F itzpatrick 
men were immediately wanted. Where |!” his Eckstein mines. Before he tried 
in Africa could they be found? Central | it he was a most ardent supporter of white 
Africa had been tried, but there were | !#bour—he was the only one of his 
many difficulties and objections in the — who —— “er — 
way, one of which was that natives who ai ~¥ * Pa’ or. Se d br . ° 
lived in the tropical zones of British ee See eae 


Central Africa soon succumbed to the a ag ot d ae Bing Mies. ~~ Sap 
severe cold which often reigned in the pe i. i uy i 
Transvaal. East Africa, too, had been alias 

tried, but here again they tried to recruit | 

from tribes of warriors and spearmen who Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Itis alla 
would not labour for any wage. Some 4uestion of money then. 

might be procured from British India, but 


it was difficult to get them at anything +*Mr. MALCOLM said the Govern- ' 


like possible prices, as the demand already ment also tried it in railway construction ; 
exceeded the supply. The coolie experl- | the work done by 1,000 navvies sent out 
ment had already been tried in Natal, with from England cost four times as’ much 
the result that the Indian coolie had over- as similar labour done by Kaflirs, and they 
run the place, and had established himself saved £40,000 by giving them a month’s 
by superior adaptability and more diligent wages and shipping them back to England. 
habits of life as master in all the small If then they could not get the best class of 
trades of that colony, and there was no evi whites they were driven to the only 
dence to show that his importation would other white market—experience had 
satisfy those who now declaimed against already shown that there was none 
Chinese labour. They were left then petween—and that was to the low class 
with two sources from which to draw of Hungarians, Swedes, Norwegians, and 
labour for the mines and so to send the ftalians, cieiuiieneedll tant imported isithe 
river of prosperity flowing through the Rand would be deplorable in its effect 
Rand. It could be got from white sources upon the Kaffirs. It would, he thought, 
or from yellow. Anybody who had had be nothing less than a scandal to any 


ee — end Government, to suggest the importation 
Fo aT of low whites. Native races were accus- 


unskilled manual kind which the native ca io oe ane oe the 
expected and was expected todo. There ‘OM® t see Mey: a ie wee mld vat b 
were other branches of the same industry race of masters an a 7 a oe 
—higher branches of skilled labour, long in inferring the decay of - white 
overseeing and administration, which mans power when they foun white 

servants like themselves, with a lack of 


were the peculiar province of the white : : 
nen. The eubvahdaaaaiaie’ it, for no- moral backbone and self-reliance to which 


where was class or caste feeling developed | they were unaccustomed in a white man. 
as it was amongst native races, who He could only say modestly that his 
were most particular to accept only that ¢Xperience of black countries which’ were 
employment which their social s/atus ruled by a white minority was that the con- 
would allow them to perform ; and it was | S°S¥® of reflecting opinion asked for 
ak slen te tn obit f "| “the best type of pale faces or none at all. 
er , © men, trom @X- Hence the United States, Canada, Ceylon. 
perience of the influence of the white men | Singapore and Borneo, Australia, and 
over black on the mines. But there was a New Zealand had gone to China to get 
Mr. Malcolm. 
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the unskilled labourers that they wanted. 
We had at the present day this advan- 
tage, which the people of these countries 
and colonies had not—we had the benefit 
of their experience, and of knowing that 
precautions would be taken by our orders 
which were not taken in these countries 
in bygone years; and he was glad to 
say that by the regulations of the 
Colonial Secretary it would be found 
possible to take these advantages from 
them. There was absolutely no idea of 
supplanting the Kaffir or the white race 
by the Chinese, it was only to supplement 
the labour of the former. He ventured 
to think that that must be the view of 
the mine-owners, because the recruiting of 
a Kaffir cost £4 and of a Chinaman in 
China £8, and the more Kaffirs that would 
work, the fewer Chinese would be wanted. 
Therefore it was all to the advantage of 
the mine-owners that they should be able 
to recruit as cheaply as possible. His 
hon. friend the Member for Cleveland said 
that the Chinaman was hated wherever 
he went. He did not admit that at all, 
although he admitted that in many 
countries it was said that he was 
hated, That, however, was contrary to 
fact. He could not forget that 
the Western States of America 
would not have been what they were 
but for Chinamen ; and in Singapore and 
Borneo the Chinese had very good 
characters as workmen. He believed that 
most people objected to whites doing 
unskilled labour with Kaffirs. If increased 
skilled labour was wanted the one thing 
that would get it was to increase the 
amount of unskilled labour. That had 
been proved beyond all controversy, and 
if the unskilled labour could be got from 
China a great deal of labour would be 
secured for the skilled white man. The 
Chinaman was an undesirable person if 
left alone; but he had three charac- 
teristics which were very valuable. He 
was very thrifty, he was very diligent. 
and he lived very peacably with his 
fellow men. [An Hon. MEMBER on the 
OpposiITION Benches: And very cheap,]| 
The Chinaman was prepared to go to the 
Transvaal to earn a good wage; he was 
determined to return home if he could, 
to die in his own country, The statistics 
given by Sir Robert Hart showed that 
in the last twenty-five years, 4,750,000 
Chinamen had gone abroad to work and 
that no less than 4,000,000 of them had 
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voluntarily returned home, The China- 
man was to be protected while at work — 
if that were necussary—-by an organisation 
for the purpose which had worked ex- 
tremely well in Singapore and Borneo, 
and he had no more idea that he was 
being sold into slavery than we at home 
chose to put into his head. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): He does 
not know, but he soon will, 


*Mr. MALCOLM said that the China- 
man was, after all, a man likely to look 
after his own interests. He was to have 
the conditions explained to him by a 
Chinaman, and it was absurd to suppose 
that a Chinaman, whose intelligence was 
respected all over the world, and 
who was as intelligent as the hon. 


Member for Woolwich, was to be duped 


as the hon. Member for Woolwich 
thought. 
As to the Ordinance, he hoped 


that hon. Members who followed him 
would say what they really thought of 
that Ordinance. Some seemed to imagine 
it too strict, and others that it was too 
lax. Hon. Gentlemen had said that in 
consequence of the Ordinance Chinamen 
would flood the country in unfettered 
liberty, while in another breath it was 
stated that by the Ordinance Chinamen 
in the Transvaal would be reduced to 
slavery. They could not have it both 
ways. Hehed seen it stated that our diplo- 
matic relations with China would be 
strained to a high point if we endeavoured 
to recruit Chinese subjects for such 
employment. He did not believe a word 
ofit. Such difficulties had not hitherto 
occurred in countries where Chinese 
coolies were indentured; and he made 
bold to say that no country or colony 
had framed better regulations for the 
protection of the labourer before, during, 
and after the fulfiment of his contract 
than had the Legislative Council of the 
Transvaal. If the Ordinance were de- 
signed otherwise, if the conditions imposed 
were tyrannical and grievous, as was 
suggested, it would defeat its own object ; 
the Chinese would not come. And if 
the yellow peril were so imminent as 
some hon. Gentlemen believed it could 
be stopped at a moment’s notice. A 
perusel of the regulations, which he 
B 
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believed might yet be made more strin- 
gent, ought to drive any idea o% slavery 
from so wise a head as that of his hon. 
and gallant friend the Member for the 
Isle of Wight. And as for “ flooding the 
country ” with Chinese there seemed to be 
no precaution which had not already been 
thought of to prevent the occurrence of 
so lamentable a result. In the interests 
of the Transvaal he thought this Ordi- 
nance ought to be ratified by the House, 
as an experiment, if they would, and 
with a time limit. But when all was 
said and done, he did think that the 
affairs of the Transvaal had reached a 
crisis neither healthy for the colony nor 
creditable to our repution as a Colonial 
Empire. 
the Transvaal should be dependent, as it 
wasdependent,upon a foreign Government 
for 88 per cent. of its mining labour. 
That was, however, the fact. President 
Kruger concluded treaties with the 
Government of Portugal; and in return 
for allowing him to recruit Kaffir boys 
in Portuguese East Africa for the Trans- 
vaal mines he gave Portugal free trade 
with the Transvaal. He also arranged 
that if Durban in Natal, and East London 
in Cape Colony, wanted railways to 
Pretoria they must always charge 20 
per cent. more per mile than was charged 
on the Delagoa Railway, allof which but 
100 miles belonged to President Kruger. 
The House knew that at the Bloemfontein 
Conference, when there was a proposal to 


federate all South Africa in a Customs - 


Union, the Portuguese Minister at once 
said, “If you give the same privilege in 
sending merchandise into the Transvaal as 
we have got, we shall shut off your supply 
of Kaffir labour recruited from Portuguese 
territory.” The Portuguese Government 
had Great Britain in the hollow of their 
hands. Hehad read all the evidence, and 
had tried to decide for himself impartially 
upon this subject, and it seemed to him 


that there was overwhelming testimony , 


that there was a demand and a necessity 
for Asiatic labour from the whole British 
population of the Transvaal, and of 
Johannesburg in particular. He did not 


think there would be very much fear of , 


going to a referendum on this subject. 
Only a month or two ago the municipal 
council nominated by- Lord Milner were 
re-elected by the people cf Johannesburg 
on a very low franchise, all but one man, 


Mr. Malcolm. 
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| and he was the sole opponent of Asiatic 
labour. He believed that that showed 
that the British subjects of the Transvaal 
| were in favour of Chinese labour rather 
| than face ruin. 


They had, therefore, practically 
| the whole British in the Transvaal 
‘friendly to this importation scheme. 
| Who were against it? Not the Boer popu- 
| lation, who stood aloof in spite of the active 
propaganda fostered amongst them by 
the Dutch party in the ih Colony. 
That was a significant fact, but easily 
explained when it was realised that the 
Boers, of all people, were acutely conscious 
of the shortage of labourers for mining or 
for any other purpose in the Transvaal. 
No, the real opposition came from Cape 
Colony—from that section of the Cape 
Parliament whose sole desire was to get 
the Transvaal Government into diffi- 
culties, to discredit Lora Milner, to 
bring about an overwhelming demand for 
self-government in the new colonies, 
and to regain for the Boers by the 
ballot box what they lost by the sword. 
Every day their chaplain prayed that 
| they might not be “blinded by private 
interest, prejudice, or partial affections,” 
and he hoped this would not be forgotten 
in the division lobby. By their votes 
they would assume the responsibility for 
making or marring the future of a 
British colony which was in urgent need 
at the present moment. “Shareholders 
ean wait for dividends,” said Sir P. 
Fitzpatrick himself, “ but white men 
cannot wait for bread.” Let them not be 
afraid to face their constituents with the 
whole story of this thing, and prove, as 
they could prove up to the hilt, that if the 
white man was to earn a living wage for 
himself and his family in the Transvaal, 
without being reduced to Kaffir work, 
there must be a huge increase in 
unskilled labour which at the present 
time was only forthcoming from China. 
Let them shatter for ever the idle 
‘superstition that “the Transvaal exists 
and is run for the benefit of ‘German 
capitalists.’” It was a shameful libel upon 
any British colony to say that. There 
were hundreds of Englishmen, Scotchmen, 
and Irishmen, as honest as the day, living 
on the Rand, and he pleaded for them and 
_the country they had so largely helped to 
develop. Those pioneers of British 
industry and civilisation found the 
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Transvaal accessible only by bullock 
tracks, and they had webbed it with 
railways ; they found there a population 
which could only find fern wood for 
fuel, and they now supplied the colony 
with coal; they found there but a few 
running streams of water, but there now 
existed there a network of dams and 
reservoirs supplemented by an outlay of 
£2,000,000 or £3,000,000 for water for 
the Rand. They had tapped the brains of 
the world for their industry, the harvest 
was ready but the labourers were few. 
Therefore he held it to be the duty of the 
House to help, and not to hinder and 
harass, the prosecution of this work of 
development by ratifying the Ordinance 
without delay. 


*Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs) said his hon. friend opposite had 
addressed the House with his usual 
clearness. Let it be remembered, how- 
ever, that all the progress and advance- 
ment made in South Africa which the 
hon. Member had so well described had 
been accomplished, not by, but without 
the introduction of foreign labour. He | 
spoke of the dignity of labour, but in | 
the next sentence they discovered what | 
he meant by it. It was consistent in | 
the hon. Member's view, with the dignity | 
of labour that it should be foreed, The | 
hon. Member dilated on the morality of 
the operation of the enforcement of 
labour, and mentioned that the Directors 
were the trustees of the shareholders in 
the mines. He wanted to point out that 
they in this House of Commons were also 
trustees—trustees for millions of British 
subjects and for the cause of liberty. 
What was the general nature of this 
Ordinance? It was an Ordinance to 
facilitate the establishment of a convict 
settlement mitigated by the chance of a 
forty-eight hours ticket-of leave. They 
were to have a Government Inspectorate 
both in Africa and China, and although 
this was to be set up in the interests 
of the mines, he had not yet heard that 
the mines were to contribute anything 
towards the expense. This Ordinance 
appeared to him to be inconsistent with 
the elementary notions of freedom ; and 
having gone through much of the Blue- 
books on this subject, he had come to 
the conclusion that this Ordinance was 
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South Africa and also to black labour in 
South Africa. 


His first proposition was that the 
Government, as such, had in point of fact 
not inquired into this subject of Chinese 
labour. He would go farther and say 
that this Government, although apprised 
of the movement, had deliberately shut 
the mouths of witnesses who were pre- 
pared to give their testimony upon the 
Chinese labour question. The terms of 
the reference to the Transvaal Labour 
Commission were framed carefully and 
in such a manner that they excluded this 
question from the Commission. Why 
was the reference so framed? This was 
not a new question. Those acquainted 
with the management of affairs in South 
Africa were quite familiar with the topic 
of the importation of Chinese labour. If 
there was the urgency now claimed and 
a Commission and machinery ready for 
inquiry, why was the Chinese question 
not put under investigation instead of 
being excluded from the terms of the 
reference? Why, when there had been 
a maximum of premeditation in certain 
quarters outside were they to be left with 
only a minimum of deliberation in this 
House? Not only were the terms of 
reference carefully drawn, but there was 
also a rigorous suppression of evidence 
that was ready to hand. He wished to 
tell the Colonial Secretary frankly that 
he did not think it made for harmony 
in the relations of one race to another, 
to use such language as he employed last 
night with regard to General Botha, who 
was spoken of in terms which implied and 
expressed that he had _ suppressed 
evidence. There was a suppression of 
evidence: but it was not suppression by 
General Botha, but suppression by the 
Labour Commission of the evidence of 
General Botha. General Botlia had 
actually prepared a written statement 
of the evidence he was willing to lay 
before the Commission appointed to in- 
vestigate the shortage of labour ; but when 
he tendered that evidence they declined 
to receive it. Reference was made by the 
Colonial Secretary toGeneral Botha declin- 
ing to have his views expressed by some 
other person. What would the right hon. 
Gentleman have done if a Government 
Commission had declined to accept his 
evidence direct? Would he have per- 
mitted any man to give it second-hand 
tha was asked if 
B 2 
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he would tell the Commission what in his | 
opinion, would be the effect of importing | 
labour into Natal, and he replied that the | 
best thing he could say in reply would be | 
to read a paragraph from his “statement.” | 
Perhaps it would be said that that state- 

ment had reference to Natal, and had 

nothing to do with Chinese labour. But 

at a later stage of his evidence the 

matter was cleared up. One, of the. 
Commissioners asked why the statement | 
offered by General Botha had not been 
accepted. Then the Chairman said that 
statement had been handed to him that 
morning, and he had had representa-_ 
tions made to him. “It was impossible 

to ask him to delete certain portions of | 
it,” said the Chairman, “as it mainly 
dealt with the question of Chinese labour, 
which is not before us.” With regard to 
this, all he would say was that it was not 
in the mouth of the Government which 
had sanctioned the institution of a Com- 
mission so carefully limited, either to 
hustle the House of Commons, or to make 
any reflection or suggestion of suppression 
of evidence against an honourable and 
distinguished man like General Botha. 
It stood confessed accordingly that 
they were doing this thing without any 
Government inquiry at all. The present 
policy was one of “ hustle.” It followed an 
agitation promoted mostly by skilful, 
powerful, clever men interested in the | 
development of the mining industry. 


How did this scheme arise? Was the 
scheme launched from humane and 
patriotic motives —a scheme having 
for its main object the benefit of the 
natives, the colonists, or the country, or 
the unification of South Africa? No; it 
was a scheme to reduce oncost, and to in- 
crease profits in the mines. Reflections 
had been made upon General Botha. On 
the other hand, Sir George Farrar had 
been defended by the Colonial Secretary. 
But when evidence came from that quarter 
he was entitled to ask who Sir George 
Farrar was? There was a “G, 
Farrar” who signed the famous forged 
telegram about the women and children | 
in Rhetanies' Was this the man 
upon whom this upright Government 
relied? Was this the man who was 
sentenced to death for high treason ? 
This would not do. They must exam- 
ine these testimonies, and bring things 
home to the people of this country, 
and inform them that they were again 

Mr. Thomas Shar. 


| scheme 2 
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| Commission. 
| of the movement had been the same all 


‘subsequent years the 
|those very mines, which could not “be 
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soon ground a national policy upon the 
Report of that Labour Commission as he 
would ground a policy of Imperial finance 
upon the Report of the Birmingham Tariff 
The direction and scheme 


through, and had been premeditated. 
How did he prove premeditation before 
the war? The first proposition in this 
debate was that there was a shortage of 
labour, against which all economic efforts 
were unavailing. They had heard about 
that before. South Africa gov the better 
of it so far back as 1891. He would 
quote the opinion of the mining 
community from the Chamber of Mines 
report of that year— 


“The mining community has made strong 
endeavours to relieve itself of this unreasonable 


‘burden, but, standing alone, little can be done, 


and it is feared the efforts of the mine; 
cannot be much longer sustained if the 
Volksraad and the Government will do 
nothing to assist them.” 


How alarmist it all read! Yet in 
production of 


much longer sustained,” reached the 
most fabulous proportions. If all that 
was a delusion then, why should they 
now for the first time give way to 
the cry which had arisen from similar 
quarters, in a similar interest? What 
was the essence of the oft attempted 
It was an uneconomic proposal 
to combine a full supply of labour with 
a reduction of wages. Year after year 
they found the same attempt being made 
to force up the supply and at the same 
time keep down the wages. Take now 
Report for the year 1892. There it was 
stated— 

“There appear to your committee but two 
methods by which the rate of native wages can 
be reduced. One by combination among 
employers, the other by the introduction of an 
adequate supply of labour.” 

Coming to the Report for the year 
1894, it states— 

“Two main objects have been kept in view. 


The principal one the maintenance of supply, 
the second the reduction of the rate of wages.” 


Unhappily for these schemes there was 


at the time a Boer Government in power 
which would not assent to those pro- 


/posals in so far as they involved the 


forcing of labour. In 1895 the President 
was called upon at Pretoria with that 
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-bject, “who would not, however, con- 
sent to the employment of coercion.” 
his apparently occurred in the Spring 
of 1895, and in the end of 1895 
they had the Jameson Raid. It failed; 
and, after order was restored, the same 
scheme, culminating in this Ordinance, was 
resumed, Yet in 1897 and 1898 they 
found a marvellous change. Order had 
been restored, and to the surprise of the 
mine-owners themselves, the supply of 
labour began to exceed the demand, 
and down went wages for a time. 
Were they content? Notat all. Instead 
of making the supply equate with the | 
demand, and the demand of the mine- | 
owners equate with the supply, the | 
mining industry was worked to its | 
utmost limit, and in the end of 1898 a | 
new shortage, on account of the great | 
development of the industry again | 
appeared, The coercion of labour could | 
not be hoped for, and then in 1899 they | 
had war. Such was the sequence of | 
events, and what a story it was! 
This was a project from beginning to end 
to lower wages and raise profits, and a 
scheme to do that regardless ofethe 
ordinary economic conditions of South 
Africa. 





«He thought he had proved his point 
as to the reduction of wages, but his 
second point was settled in a somewhat 
curious way by the party which was now 
agitating for this Ordinance. It was settled 
shortly after the war, on 25th October, 
1900, when the Chamber of Mines reported 
that the schedule of wages in existence 
prior to the war had been abandoned and 
instead of about £4 per month a scale with 
a minimum of 30s. and a maximum of 35s. 
per month had been adopted. If that 
reduction of wages had not taken place 
one large element of the very difficulties 
which had been the excuse for this 
Ordinance would, in his opinion, have 
disappeared’ The natives had had every 
inducement to go elsewhere. There was 
unsettlement over half the continent and 
an enormous demand for military assist- 
ance. The drafting of men from the mines 
was in part because they got better pay 
during military operations. Could this 
Government not wait foranything ? Here 
they were only at the beginning of 1904, and 
after the war in South Africa, was nothing 
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of nature or the healing influences cf time?! private and public opinion, 
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General Botha’s view as to these 
was accepted by the large majority of the 
white people of South Africa, both Dutch 
and British, In the period he re- 
ferred to, British money was being 
spilled like water, first over a system of 
military operations, and secondly in 
restoring the havoc and devastation 
caused by the war. Why should they, 
during a period of transition such as he 
had described, be hustled into adopting 
an Ordinance which was  repug- 
nant to the feelings of the British 
people? General Botha had _ stated 
that the Kaffirs were returning, and “while 
six months ago I could not obtain 
a single Kaffir I have now from thirty to 
thirty-five.” General Botha agreed that the 
present state of things with regard to 
shortage of labour was exceptional and 
was brought about by the abnormal 
condition of things after the war. 
Patience was what was required : 
above all things, patience. Now the 
efforts made to carry this Ordinance were 
characterised in the first place by threats ; 
in the second place by a determined sup- 
pression and distortion of public and 
private opinion ; thirdly, by a complete 
regard for the gold pac ang © and fourthly, 
by a lack of due regard for British interests 
and for human freedom. Some curious 
things occurred in regard to these threats. 
They were expressed as follows in the 
Majority Report— 


“A certain development in the main indus- 
try of the country beyond the point reached in 
1899 must take place or they must adopt the 
logical alternative of revising the position of the 
whole country.” 


What did that mean? If a Boer 
Assembly had used that language they 
would have all been up for sedition or 
high treason. The Report went on to 
state— 


“An industry of this magnitude must 
advance or fall back; the advance is impossible 
without the solution of the labour difficulty, 
and a set back would upset the equilibrium, not 
only of the Transvaal but of the whole of the 
South African Colonies.” 


What equilibrium? Finanical equili- 
brium or political equilibrium? He did not 
like to hear language of that kind ; and he 
viewed with considerable disfavour any 
body of men who would venture to put 
that before the British Crown. There 
had been a suppression and distortion of 
They had 
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heard of a letter from Mr. Tarbutt, but 
what happened to the man who produced 
Mr. Tarbutt’s letter? The letter 
which appeared in the Star of Johannes- 
burg on 19th November, 1903, showed 
the unscrupulous tactics adopted by the 
mine-owners; and Mr. Creswell was told 
that at a meeting of his directors great 
surprise was expressed at the tenor of his 
evidence '! Then came the whole sordid 
and dishonouring story which culminated 
in the dismissal of this man who had told 
the truth and who had produced a most 
damning piece of evidence against the 
gold mining speculators. They were 
asked to trust the Chamber of Mines; but 
if any of the members of that Chamber 
had so dealt with Mr. Creswell with refer- 
ence to the evidence given before a 
Committee of this House, the Cham- 
ber of Mines might have been con- 
demned to a_ convict settlement, 
though without a forty-eight hours 
ticket-of-leave. One of Mr. Creswell’s 
complaints was that in giving his evidence 
he was not permitted to go into the 
general state of the mines in the 
neighbourhood. ‘Take next the case of 
Mr Monypenny. With regard to Mr. 
Monypenny he confessed he heard with 
great surprise what the Colonial Secretary 
said about him. He admitted the right 
of the mine-owners to dismiss Mr. 
Monypenny ; but he asked the House to 
consider his position. Here was a man 
who wrote what he knew was unpopular 
with his employers, and he thought that 
was a man the House of Commons would 
willingly rely upon. He said 





“For twelve or fifteen months the Star has 
consistently opposed the policy to which the 
Chamber of Mines has now committed itself. 
We have opposed it because, on general 
principles, we have no faith in short cuts to 
‘om and or in mechanical solutions of organic 
problems. We have opposed it because we are 
convinced that no real trial has been given to 
the alternatives, and that this policy is a policy 
of despair only to be tolerated when every 
other expedient has failed. It is a 
deliberate attempt to arrest, and, in the 
interests of impatience, artificially to reverse a 
process of evolution whose results are already 
beginning to be visible, and which promises in 
the course of time to emancipate South Africa 
from that complete dependence on inferior 
coloured labour which has hitherto limited its 
development.” 


Further on he said— 


“The financial houses, in whom in the present 
instance, those rights are vested, have chosen 
one side of the question, the Editor of the 
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Star has chosen the other ; and as from either 
point of view the question is of the first impor- 
tance the position has now become impossible. To. 
the policy of Chinese immigration, to which the 
Chamber of Mines has decided to vote its 
energy, the present Editor of the Star re- 
mains absolutely op and declines in any 
way to identify bimself with such an experiment. 
To the ideal of a white South Africa, which, to 
whatever qualitications it may necessarily be | 
subject, is something very different from the 
ideal of a Chinese South Africa, he resolutely 
clings with perfect faith that, whatever its 
enemies may do to-day that, ideal will inevitably 
prevail, But as the financial houses whic 
control the mining industry of the Transvaal 
have for the present enrolled themselves among 
its enemies the present Editor of the Star 
withdraws.” 


Was he not right in saying that those 
|Gentlemen were adepts in the art of 
suppressing and distorting both private 
and public opinions ? 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lytretton, War- 
wick and Leamington): My hon. friend 
says that I threw discredit upon Mr. 
|Monypenny. I certainly did not do so, 
| and I did not say a word to that effect. 





*Mr. THOMAS SHAW said he had 
| aecepted to the full the statement of his 
|right hon. friend. What he meant was 
| that when they had a man in Mr. Mony- 
| penny’s position willing to sacrifice his 
| position for his testimony his opinions 
| deserved far higher credit than they had 
received. They had reached a state of 
things when the evidence of the Commis- 
sion was deprived of all weight whatever. 
The Commission had packed and unpacked 
the witness box : and as for public opinion, 
he would as soon take the verdict of Park 
Lane on democracy or set himself to 
study some new pamphlet on ‘ Liberty 
from a financial point of view.” Those 
cases—Creswe!l and Monypenny—were 
instances of how this poison was work- 
ing. Upon the force of attraction (after 
all, a plain and peaceful economic force) 
the Report said— 

“ There are, nevertheless, many other elements 
in the problem. Viewed, for example, from the 
standpoint of what may be called the attractive 
forces, the supply is affected by such elements 
as rate of wages, working condition, nature 


of treatment by employers, cheap and rapid 
means of communication and so forth.” 


‘* This conclusion appears to be well founded, 
but as the effect of wages is merely attractive 
and not coercive the probable result of the 
reduction of wages by the mines was merely to 


. 
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cause the majority to seek employment in other 
industries where the wages were higher.” 


“ Attractive and not coercive”: this 
would never do. Yet it was the 
key to their attitude towards black 


labour. But what was their position with 
regard to white labour? He remembered 
a speech of the ex-Colonial Secretary at 
Cannock Chase in 1900, and he wanted to 
know if under this Ordinance they were 
realising the magnificent ideal that “ the 
war was a miners’ war,” and had been 
undertaken in order that justice might 
be done to the British miners in the 
Transvaal. 


The critical nature of the circum- 
stances had been spoken of. But 
where did the urgency alleged by the 
Colonial Secretary come in? He found 
that in January, 1903, there was pro- 
duced in the Transvaal an output of 
199,000 oz, of fine gold, and in January 
1904, this same hard-up, poorly-equipped 
Colony produced 288,000 0z., equal to 
£1,226,000 in one month, or at the 
rate of £14,750,000 sterling in one 
year. What more did any one want? 
Lord Milner said there was com- 
plete stagnation, that people were out 
of work, and that there was an emi- 
gration of white people going on, that 
a crisis was impending. This was very 
dreadful; but we had grown rather 
sceptical of and callous to such appeals, 
for the simple reason that they were 
familiar with the very same language 
with reference to Great Britain. They 
knew it allalready. There was a strange 
family likeness in this language on the 
part of men in this country and in Africa, 
whose end and aim seemed to be high- 
priced food at home and low-priced labour 
in the Colony. If a Colony, after such a 
war, was not content with the steady rise 
in its output of gold which he had des- 
cribed it was hard to please. What did 
Imperalists think now about the “ march 
of Empire,” about the “pegging out 
of claims,” about “equal rights?” Was 
the language too strong which in earlier 
days had denounced the lust of gold 
and the machinations of a gang of 
capitalists ? He spoke not without book. 
Mr. Tarbutt, in his letter to Mr. 
Creswell, said that he—- 

‘“* Had consulted the Consolidated Gold Fields 
people and one of the members of the board of 
the Village Main Reef had consulted Messrs. 


Wernher, Beit, and Co.,” and“ the feeling 
seems to be one of fear that, having a large 
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number of white men employed on ‘the Rand 
in the position of labourers, the same troubles 
will arise as are now pervalent in Australia— 
viz., that the combination of the labouring 
classes will become so strong as to be able to 
dictate, not only on the question of wages, but 
also on political questions,” etc. 


These magnates were the enemies of white 
labour ; and this Ordinance gave effective 
shape to their designs. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Bermondsey referred to “ whites 
of foreign origin,” and poured contempt 
upon them when they were ‘‘ poor.” 
For his part, if he were asked whether 
South Africa had suffered more from poor 
whites of foreign origin than from rich 
whites of foreign origin, he should have 
his doubts. 


The substance of this Ordinance was 
the importation and detention of human 
beings under a condition of non-citizen- 
ship. He desired to state emphatically 
that he declined to recognise in a free 
country or free Empire a condition of 
non-citizenship. Look at the Colonial 
Secretary’s description of the country 
for which we had spent and suffered 
so ‘much and where they were told 
that the condition of things was 
so rotten that even a navvy got bored 
with it and had to leave. The fabric of 
society in the Transvaal was so ram- 
shackle that, according to the Colonial 
Secretary, it required to be underpinned 
with Chinese labour. But there were to be 
oases in the desert, the establishment 
of little Arcadias, euphemistically des- 
cribed as Chinese villages. How consola- 
tory to the lover of freedom! Think of 
the privileges of the inhabitants of those 
villages ? short hours ? high pay ? advance- 
ment toevery high grade of employment 
and life easy for these blessed inhabitants ? 
In every line of the Ordinance was there 
respect and reverence for that ideal of 
the British people, which happened to be 
the cause of liberty? Well, perhaps not 
all this, perhaps not any of it. But by 
special reminder of the Chinese Govern- 
ment, the lash was to be forbidden. 
What a mockery it all was! If the Boers 
had imposed such conditions upon any 
human being every Jingo in this 
country would have fanned the flames 
of war in the names of civilisation, 
liberty, and humanity. His hon. friend 
the Member for Bermondsey said, in 


one of those topsy-turvy _ sentences of 
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his, that Downing Street had been the 
curse of that land. The hon. Member 
need not be afraid. The headquarters 
of the Government were being removed 
to Park Lane. 


“‘ The strongest castle, tower, or town, 
The golden bullet beats it down.” 


This Government, whatever its many 
virtues, could not be described as a 
strong Government. How long, how- 
ever, were the British people going 
to stand this? He wished his right 
hon. friend—he said it from his heart, 
and with all respect for him—had had 
the courage to put his foot down to 
Lord Milner. Let him assure his right 
hon. friend, if it was not too late—to do 
it, that if he would only resist the malign 
influences which were behind this measure 
—influences which were inimical to the 
working classes and to every class in this 
country—and if he would only refuse this 
Ordinance, he would have behind him the 
voice of a liberty-loving and absolutely 
undivided people. 


*Sir JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) 
said that although he must admit that in 
his constituency the only public expres- 
sion of opinion that he had heard on this 
matter was favourable to this Amend- 
ment, he thought that the issues were 
somewhat confused and capable perhaps 
of explanation. In the first place, a 
rather unreasoning prejudice against the 
shareholders in the gold mines, of whom, 
however, he was not one, induced many 
people to object to any support at all 
being given to the gold industry. .Sec- 
ondly, a prejudice, equally unreasoning 
he thought, against any form of time- 
bargain with foreign labourers, inclined 
many others, perhaps unthinkingly, to 
regard such a proposal as the indication 
of a system of slavery. It seemed to be 
considered by many people that gold 
got out of the earth was won solely for 
the profit of the proprietors of the mines. 
This could not be the case. The Trans- 
vaal people, the Transvaal land, and the 
commerce of South Africa wanted this 
gold primarily, and subsequently all the 
gold-using countries wanted it. This 
country itself had, in the past, experienced 
periods of both prosperity and adversity 
owing to the fertility or sterility of the 
gold mines and deposits. Agricultural 
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and commercial depression experienced 
a marvellous rebound some fifty or 
sixty years ago from the gold discoveries 
of California and Australia. Then these 
deposits becoming again exhausted, a 
period of comparative depression set in, 
until at last renewed prosperity appeared 
to be in sight owing to the recent dis- 
coveries in South Africa and Western 
Australia. The annual yield of gold 
went up some five years ago to an aggre- 
gate of, he believed, £60,000,000, the 
largest known in the history of the world 
and it seemed as though prosperity was 
about to be experienced from this vitalis- 
ing and fertilising flow. Then came the 
war, and the stoppage of mining opera- 
tions. The yield went down again. The 
gold crop, though in sight, could not be 
gathered in, and that, it seemed, was 
somewhat the situation to-day. 


He submitted that more gold was 
wanted for every trade purpose to-day 
not only in South Africa but in this coun- 
try, and that any check to its being ob- 
tained was a check to the prosperity of 
this country. We wanted gold to pay 
for our food supplies in time of war, when 
the course of trade and the ordinary ex- 
change of commodities was disturbed or 
stopped, but there was no supply in sight. 
The City of London certainly wanted 
more gold. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, speaking there recently, asked 
the great municipalities to bank the fires 
of their progress, to suspend their opera- 
tions, and not to make further demands 
upon the supply of gold which was in an 
attenuated condition, even in this the 
great financial centre of the world. Coming 
from the Finance Minister that ‘was 
indeed a significant admission. 





Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): What 
about himself. Why does not he econo- 
mise something 


*Sm JOHN ROLLESTON said he 
could not speak for the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, he could only quote what 
the right hon. Gentleman said. He was 
well aware that the trade of this country 
was conducted upon a huge system of 
credit, and that the metal gold was seldom 
seen in business transactions ; but though 
unseen it exercised a vast influence on 








those transactions. Gold was the base 
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of that superstructure of credit, and the 
base must bear a proportion to the super- 


structure. Gold was the only money in| 
this country—the only metal which the | 


public could pass through the Mint at 
will, and it was the only legal tender when 
coined. In proportion as this money 
abounded was prosperity felt in the occu- 
pations and enterprises of men. The 
amount of gold it would exchange for was 
the measure of value of all property. 
Money was as necessary as bread, while 
it was the law of the land that bread must 
be¥purchased with money. And so, in a 
gold country like this, when the mines 
of the world were not fertile, the want of 
gold was generally felt. The owner of 
Consols felt it, as the amount of gold for 
which he could exchange his property got 
less ; the owners of all other securities felt 
it ; the banker felt it ; he could not lend 
so freely as before and so enterprise was 
checked. The alteration or enlargement 
was not carried out, expenses were cut 
down, and so the discouraging effect of 
gold scarcity was felt throughout the 
whole community, until it might result 
in scarcity of employment, and perhaps 
want of food amongst the people. The 
war might have had some effect as well 
on the scarcity of gold, as large sums had 
had to be sent to foreign centres for sup- 
plies, but that did not affect his argument 
that an increased supply of gold could 
remedy the situation. A gold yield again 
of £60,000,000 annually, or more, would 
alter it, and he desired that again, or a 
larger yield. In view of the greater num- 
ber of countries which were now using 
gold a much larger yield was required. It 
was not always that gold was in sight 
when it was scarce, but it was in sight in 
South Africa, and he hoped that nothing 
might be done, in this country, to prevent 
this harvest from being reaped by diffi- 
culties being placed in the wayJof our 
colonies obtaining}harvesters. 


With¥regard to the importation of 
Chinesefit really seemed as if some people 
imagined that under the suzerainty of the 
British Crown the cruelties practised by 
the followers of Cortez and Pizarro in 
Mexico and Peru were to be expected in 
South Africa. But the African native 
was free, and if he did not want to sell his 
labour no one could compel him ; but if 


he had a distaste for work, and could live | 
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| without it, why should other labourers 
be prevented from taking his place ? 
Labourers who, although Asiatics, were 
willing to come, wanted to come for a 
period of service, for the sake of the wage 
at the end of it. He would undertake to 
say that their life in South Africa would be 
happier and more prosperous than in 
China. Mining, especially in deep levels, 
' was, he believed, not an agreeable form of 
labour, and if Chinese coolies were willing 
to do this dirty work, which even the 
African native turned up his nose at, it 
seemed to him insulting to white 
workmen to contend that it should 
be kept for them. While, of course, 
not defending the compulsory importation 
of African slaves into the cotton and sugar 
plantations of North America, yet it was 
clear that these crops could not have been 
planted or harvested without this, and 
that were it not for this huge imported 
negro population, now free, that harvest 
even now could not be gathered in. The 
prosperity of the United States had been 
largely contributed to by these black 
labourers, who did work which white men 
could not and did not want to do. 
History, therefore, showed that there 
had been occasions when the importation 
of labour, even from another hemisphere, 
had been economically useful to mankind, 
and although the cruelties of the earlier 
m2thods were to be much deplored, yet a 
voluntary bargain of mutual benefit 
might well be defended to-day. There 
were objections to many great industries 
even in this country—some  sancti- 
monious and some practical—the de- 
moralised condition of some they saw 
written about in th: public Press. Some 
people objected to the establishment of 
collieries, as the smoke and dust fouled the 
country side, and the advent of a mining 
population was stated to demoralise the 
peasantry. But these great works must 
go on: the treasures of the earth must be 
won; and while the laws of civilised 
nations were that before a man could eat 
or drink, or clothe himself, he must have 
gold, it followed that the winning of gold 
was probably the most important in- 
dustrial operation on this planet, and 
should not be discouraged, in deference 
even to the exaggerated fears and nervous 
qualms either of the Episcopal or the Non- 
conformist conscience. He had always 
understood that in the search for and 
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getting of gold more money and lives were | was the untrustworthiness of the re- 
lost than in any otherindustry. But the | cruiting agents employed. In his evi- 
gambler’s spirit kept the game up, and, | dence before the Commission, Mr. Samuel- 
although the motive of the searcher and | son, Under-Secretary for Native Affairs in 
getter might be base and sordid, yet his | Natal stated that “he felt that if the flow 
efforts might go to the ultimate benefit of | of native labour could be directed to 
mankind. In any case, in South Africa, | Johannesburg or towards any other 
the harvest was ripe and the labourers | part of South Africa without the use 
were ready; and in view of the, great | of these recruiting agents, it would be 
benefit which an increased production of | a good thing for the natives themselves.” 
gold might confer on this and other | Mr. Samuelson added that there was no 
countriés he, for one, hoped that no action | reason to believe there was a shortage of 
of this House might defer, interrupt, or | native labour, and that there was Kaffir 
check that output, and in this view he was | labour in Natal capable of going to the 
afraid that he was unable to support the | support of the Transvaal. The same 
Amendment. | witness was questioned by the Chairman 
|as to the statement in the Blue-book 

*CapTain ELLICE (St. Andrews|that in the South African _ states 
Burghs) said he very much regretted that | there were 201,640 natives employed 
the first two Motions on which he had been | but that the total of able-bodied men 
called upon to vote in the House concerned | available was only 164,000, so that there 
protection and slavery. The hon. Member | were actually 40,000 more employed than 
who last spoke gave the House a very pleas- | the total of able-bodied men! Mr. 
ant idea of the country in which he wished | Samuelson replied that he disapproved at 
to live, stating that gold was more neces- | the time that statement was made; -he 
sary than food. He had no desire to live did not agree with that statement per- 
ina country of that sort. The hon. Mem-|sonally. This was evidence that the 
ber had also told them that gold had House would not accept the Report of 
been sent out of this country to pay | the Labour Commission. The statements 
for the war. As a matter of fact, there | were in several instances not true. His 
was more gold in the country now than third ground of objection was that the 
there was three or four years ago. He principle was wrong. In a letter in that 
wished to support the Amendment on | morning’s Times it was objected that 
three grounds. In the first place, he | the Opposition view of the case was the 
objected to the manner in which this agita- | ‘‘ Exeter Hall view.” He was quite ready 
tion for the importation of Chinese labour | to accept the “Exeter Hall view.” The 
had been raised. He himself had abso- | hon.MemberforLeicester had described the 
iutely no faith in the Labour Commission. | Opposition as supporting the exaggerated 
He had heard a description of Sir George | opinion of the Episcopal and Nonconfor- 
Farrar given by the hon. Member for the | mist conscience. It was high time that 
Hawick Burghs, he did not know whether | that opinion should be heard in the House 
that description was correct or not, but |ofCommons. The Colonial Secretary had 
he knew that at least five members of the | said he regretted the necessity for the 
Labour Commission were members of | Ordinance and had described it as a 
the Chamber of Mines in Johannesburg, | last resort in face of the terrible state of 
and if the Government had wished to | the Transvaal. If it were a last resort, 
have a proper Commission to examine into | it was an extremely bad one. They had 
the question of the scarcity of labour in | heard a good deal about the investors in 
the Transvaal, they should have taken | the mines. In common with many hon. 
the trouble to appoint men absolutely | Members he himself had invested in the 
above suspicion. In the second place, | mines, and he had it on the authority 
he had no reason to believe that, with | of bankers that there was hardly a cottager 
time, a sufficient amount of labour would | a shopkeeper, or a householder in the 
not be forthcoming. The Report of the | United Kingdom who was not at%present 
Labour Commission pointed to several | interested in these properties. But he 
causes which might have influenced the | believed there was not a man in this coun- 
supply of labour. One particular cause | try who would not be ready to wait until 








of shortage not mentioned in the debate | the Transvaal {were developed ’and be:- 
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prepared for a time to forego his divi-|a brother officer and a friend of his 
dends rather than give his consent to | was in command of 1,000 men during the 
this abominabie schem2 for the introduc-| war. At the conclusion of the war, by 
tion of indentured Chinese labour into | the law of the survival of the fittest, there 
the Transvaal. were 130 of these men who desired to: 
remain in South Africa, and his friend 


*Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON (Bedford- | took the ordinary methods of endeavour- 
shire, Biggleswade) said that the question | ing to find places for them. _He went 
before the House was perhaps of the very | to Lord Milner, who referred him to Mr. 
greatest importance that had ever been | Creswell. That gentleman made an offer 
brought before it in this generation. to employ these 130 men and pay them 
From whatever standpoint they looked | 5s. 4 day with free food and lodging, and 
at it the consequences might be fraught | 10s. a day if they found for themselves. 
with the very gravest results. The | His friend went back to the men with 
ground of discussion had been so care- | that proposition ; and the one answer they 
fully travelled over by previous speakers, | 84ve was that they did not think that 
and the able and exhaustive speech of | !abour in the mines would suit them. 
the Colonial Secretary, the previous | His friend said that it would give them 
night, had disposed so effectually of all the | 0ccupation for a time, and that when 
arguments with which the Amendment things settled down they might be able 
had been supported, that he should not | to get other and better work. Yet only 
have intervened in the debate had it | One man out of the 130 accepted the offer, 
not been that he himself had a peculiar | 2nd he only remained in Mr. Creswell’s 
interest in this great question—an in- | employment for one month, then giving 
terest derived from the fact that at the|it up. Hon. Gentlemen would read a 
time of the South African War, for letter in that day’s Times from Lord 


several months, it was his duty to be at | Lovat, giving a similar experience. 
Johannesburg ; and at that time it was That showed that as far as these men 
also his duty to take a part under Martial | Were concerned they could not be 
Law in the administration of justice. He tempted, under the conditions, to work 
was made a Justice of the Peace at| in the mines. 

Johannesburg, and therefore was brought | 
in contact with the conditions of native) Mrz. HERBERT SAMUEL said there 
life in that city. The questions which so | were hundreds of white men employed in 
many Members had asked, and which no | unskilled labour on the Rand at present, 
doubt the country would ask, were as to 

the shortage of labour, whether every) *Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON said that 
effort had really been made to obtain | Mr. Creswell’s experiment was made with 
Kaffir labour on the East Coast, and | aview to ascertaining whether white labour 
whether any genuine effort had been | | was practicable in the mines at all; and’ 
made to test the employment of British in order, at the same time, to give employ- 
workmen. He would answer these | | ment to soldiers who desired to remain in 
questions very shortly. It was quite the country. Mr. Creswell’s effort was a 
self-evident that the enormous ini- failure. It seemed to him that the argu- 
tial expense which it would cost ments brought forward in support of the 
the mine-owners to obtain Chinese | Amendment showed very great weakness, 

labour, was a sufficient answer to the | because they depended entirely on accusa- 

question as to whether every effort had | tions of mala fides against all interested in 
not been exhausted in order to find native | the matter. The arguments were also 
black labour, which there was no doubt | characterised by great exaggeration of 
they would have infinitely preferred if | language, indeed he might say by a hope- 
they could obtain it. Then, with regard | lessly ridiculqus exaggeration of language. 
to the question of the employment of} He thought that every speaker in support 
British workmen, might he say—for it | of the Amendment used, for motives into 
came within his own experience—and the | which he would not inquire, the word 
House of Commons was always most! “slavery.” He wished to analyse that 
ready to listen to the personal experience | word. What did slavery mean? As far 
of any Member on any matter — that | as his limited intelligence went slavery 
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meant a state in which one person was 
bound to another for life in servitude or 
bondage, from which he could not escape. 
Any ordinary intelligent man would take 
that view. But how did that compare 
with the proposition under the Ordinance ? 
The Chinaman was to be asked whether 
he wished to go to the Transvaal or not ; 
he was not to be compelled to go unless he 
wished ; and he would be told the condi- 
tions under which he was to go. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite said that the China- 
man would not be told, but of course he 
would. Further, he would be allowed 
to take his wife and children with him; 
and on arrival in South Africa he was to 
be an inhabitant of a village planned by 
experts, and in that village he would live 
in the same conditions as the Kaffir now 
lived in the Transvaal. He would earn 
higher wages than he would be able to 
obtain in his own country, and eventually 
he would be enabled to return to China, at 
the expiration of his service, a richer man 
than he left it. Was it not, therefore, an 
exaggeration of language to call that 
slavery ? Could it be compared to the 
conditions under which the Kaffirs lived 
in compounds before the war? Was that 
slavery ? If it was slavery, why did not 
the great Liberal Party, which hung like a 
load on all who went to the war, pat the 
soldiers on the back and tell them they 
were fighting for the emancipation of 
slaves. No doubt hon. Gentlemen would 
not only use the word “slavery” in the 
House but on every platform in the 
country ; and he only wished his voice 
could spread throughout the country in 
order to combat such an exaggerated 
view. Another question was—What did 
the soldiers who fought in the war think ? 
The hon. Gentleman the Member for North 
Camberwell asked that question last night. 
He thought hon. Gentlemen opposite 
would be wise in not repeating it. He had 
served in the British Army for seventeen 
years, and he knew that soldiers had often- 
times very inconvenient memories. The 
soldiers who fought in South Africa re- 
membered 1881. The hon. Gentleman 
last evening said that the soldiers were 
fighting under the emblem of freedom ; 
but the emblem of freedom in 1881 was 
not allowed to remain unsullied. Many 
of the soldiers who fought in the late war 
were more intelligent than hon. Gentle- 
men opposite imagined ; and they fully 


Lord Alwyne Compton. 
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recognised that it was the great mistake 0: 
1881 that was the direct result of war in 
1899. If the soldiers were asked what 
was the cause of the war in South Africa, 
they would answer simply and justly that 
it was the insulting ultimatum which 
directed the late Queen to remove Her 
own troops from her own colony. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.) 
said it would be convenient to know 
whether hon. Gentlemen in this debate 
were entitled to discuss the cause and the 
reasons for the late war. If they were 
the debate would take some time. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I did not interrupt 
the noble Lord because I understood that 
he was replying briefly to a casual ob- 
servation of the hon. Member for 
Camberwell; but I should have stopped 
him if he proceeded further. 


*Lorpv ALWYNE COMPTON said he 
wished to apologise for the digression, 
but he felt very warmly on the subject. 
Another argument used in the debate was 
that the mine-owners wished to get rid 
of British workmen. An hon. Gentleman 
stated last evening that the output of 
gold on the Rand at present was equal to 
the output before the war. He chal- 
lenged that statement. The output was 
nothing like what it was before the 
war. The number of stamps working 
before the war was 7,345, now there were 
only 4,310 working. That was the true 
test as to the relative output. He had 
not any prejudice against mine-owners. 
He knew a great many of them, 
and he knew that they were very honour- 
able men, carrying on a perfectly legiti- 
mate and honourable industry. It ap- 
peared, however, to be assumed that the 
accusation of mala fides against the 
mine-owners was true; but even thatdid 
not alter the facts of the case as regarded 
gold in South Africa. 


What was the position? It was 
almost a truism to say that it was 
to the advantage of South Africa that 
its stores of gold should be distributed 
throughout the world as quickly as 
possible. If gold for the use of the 
world did not come from South Africa 
it must come from somewhere else. 
He also thought it was beyond doubt 
that there were undeveloped parts of 
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South Africa which showed immense 
stores of gold which could only be de- 
veloped by the use of money, and that 
money could not be made in South 
Africa without the development of the 
mines in South Africa already in existence. 
He thought the debate on the fiscal policy 
would have taught the dullest that we 
must pay for our imports by our exports, 
and nobody would deny that gold was one 
of the best exports we could have. We 
had gold in South Africa which the 
present stagnation prevented from being 
extracted from the mines. The greater 
the stream of gold from South Africa 
the greater would be our exports into that 
country in the shape of machinery and 
all other commodities. Cape Colony 
was an object lesson in this respect. 
Everybody knew the rapidity with which 
that country developed on the discovery 
of diamonds. The same argument ap- 
plied all over the world,—New South 
Wales, Australia, and California. New 
countries progressed slowly and surely, 
and it was only when there was a great 
discovery of precious metals or precious 
stones that they developed by leaps and 
bounds. Hon. Members opposite might 
think it better that South Africa should 
develop slowly, but he did not hold that 
view. He agreed with those who had 
said the great fault of our administration 
in South Africa had been that we had never 
been able to accept the opinion and 
advice of our councillors there. He hoped 
we were not going to repeat that mistake 
now. Hon. Members opposite were con- 
tent to rely on the belated manifestoes of 
the Boer leaders, and such inferences as 
they drew, but he was not. He based 
his opinion and was content to rely on 
the opinion of Lord Milner and Sir Arthur 
Lawley. He was content to rely on the 
tact that the great men of the Transvaal 
desired the importation of Chinese labour, 
and he believed, if this Amendment was 
carried, it would result, not only in further 
stagnation, but in all probability in the 
future ruin of the country. 


Mr. WILLIAM McARTHUR (Corn- 
wall, St. Austell) said that having lived 
a great part of his life in Australia, he 
had had opportunities of observing the 
conditions under which Chinese lived in 
large towns there, and the effect which 
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they had on the white population. Aus- 
tralia, as much as any part of the Empire, 
shared in the great development of the 
Imperial idea. With that idea he did not 
quarrel in the least. But on what did 
they base their conception of the Imperial 
idea. They in that House had always 
studiously maintained that, wherever 
England acquired territory or authority 
over native races, she owed a duty to 
those races, and it had been the constant 
effort of English statesmen, even at the 
risk of not leaving her colonies quite free, 
in her dealings with native races to see 
that native labour in native territories 
under the dominion of the King, should be 
conducted under decent conditions. To 
go further than that, the House had re- 
peatedly interfered with self-governing 
colonies with regard to those conditions. 
Whatever, therefore, might be said as to 
the justice of the Colonies managing their 
own affairs, the House could not divest 
itself of its inherent authority or responsi- 
bility in regard to the treatment of native 
races in territories under the British 
Crown. Australia made stringent regula- 
tions of her own, and submitted to the 
Imperial Government that these regula- 
tions should be made still more stringent, 
and within the last year or 00 we had seen 
a still greater development of the inherent 
dislike in Australia to the importation of 
alien races. One of the first actions of the 
Federal Parliament of Australia was to 
decree that imported labour should cease. 
So that, from the general point of view, 
Australian sentiment would be absolutely 
opposed to the importation of Chinese 
into the Transvaal, and he considered 
that the people in Australia had a peculiar 
claim upon us in this instance. If we 
were to estimate the value of attachment 
by the sacrifices made by our colonies in 
the recent war, surely no opinion had a 
better claim to be tried than the unani- 
mous opinion of Australia and New Zea- 
land in this matter. Although he had 
no title to say he represented Australia, 
he was perfectly certain that he spoke 
the practically unanimous opinion of 
every man and woman in Australia when 
he said he looked upon the proposal of the 
Government with horror and detestation ; 
because Australians knew from experience 
what it meant. They had had Chinese 
coolies among them for years and years, 
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but happily the evil was greatly dimin- | 
ished now, and he hoped it was within 
still further process of diminution. The 
result of Australian experience had been | 
that they regarded the importation of 
Chinese in a large white community 
asa moral plague spot which ought 
to be stopped if possible. The Colonial 
Secretary the previous night, uninten- 
tionally he was sure, was somewhat 
unfair to the Australian view of 
this question. The right hon. Gentle- 
man treated it as if it were a question of 
wages. It was by no means a question 
of wages or the competition of labour. 
The Chinaman in Australia did not com- 
pete very largely in the general labour 
market. The Australian objection to 
the importation of Chinamen was that it 
constituted a moral plague spot which the 
citizens were anxious and determined 
to get rid of. We were constantly boast- 
ing, and with truth,that whenever we took 
into our charge the affairs of a native 
colony we had done our best to raise the 
moral tone and the whole standard of 
life of those communities, and it was one 
of the proudest boasts of this country that 
in the main we had been successful. 
But how could anybody say we were 
doing nothing to lower the moral tone 
of the community in carrying out such 
a proposal as was now before the House ? 
In his judgment it was not an Imperial 
idea to import into South Africa an alien 
race bringing almost every possible 
Fastern vice into a Western community. 
He declined to discuss the question from 
the point of view whether the mines could 
make money with Chinese labour and not 
with white labour. If we were to follow 
up the Imperial idea we ought to take 
account of the almost universal senti- 
ment of white colonists against such a 
measure, and it was because he had seen 
the infinite evil which might occur from 
‘an aggregation of Chinese amongst a 
Western population that he urgently 
pressed upon every Member of the House 
that he had a direct responsibility in this 
matter. Speaking for himself, he would 
as soon be responsible for introducing 
the plague into the City of London as have 
any part or lot in assenting to the intro- 
duction of what would be a moral plague- 
spot into the community of South 
Africa. 
Mr. William McArthur. 


{COMMONS} 





Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 


never remembered, in the twenty - one 
years of his Membership of this House, 


a matter of such serious importance, such 
widespread influence, being considered 
in debate in so light and airy a manner. 
In spite of what had been said by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, this question resolved 
itself into the question of whether, after 
all these years, slavery was to be reintro- 
duced into the British Empire. What 
was the attitude of the Government upon 
the matter. It was perfectly scandalous 
that the Government Benct. should be 
in the condition it was. The Govern- 
ment were conspicuous by absence. 
It was the same on the previous day. 
Hardly a Minister deigned to put in an 
appearance at all, and during the course 
of the discussion which was at present 
taking place there had never been more 
than three or four Members on the 
Treasury Bench, and they were gentle- 
men who had never been men of first-rat- 
importance, or men who had occupied 
great positions. Whatever view might 
be taken, the matter was one of sufficient 
importance to command the attention 
and appearance of the Government, 
which it did not appear to have done. 
He had listened with great pleasure to 
the speech of the hon. Gentleman on the 
Front Opposition Bench (Mr. McArthur), 
and could agree in the fullest manner 
with what the hon. Gentleman said as to 
the attitude of the Commonwealth of 
Australia in this matter. He had been 
permitted to iudge of the colonial senti- 
ment in the many visits he had made to 
that country, and could bear out what 
had been said with such effect by his hon. 
friend. The attitude of official Australia 
was Strongly against the introduction of 
Chinese labour in South Africa. We had 
had experience of gold mining all over the 
world, and there was not a gold mine in 
the world which white men could not be 
found to undertake the working of. He 
could quite understand the proposal 
to introduce Chinese labour, if it could be 
shown that it was the last resource to keep 
the mines open, receiving the emphatic 
support of hon. Gentlemen like the noble 
Lord the Member for Biggleswade, who 
might be somewhat biassed by the fact 
that he owned so many shares in South 
African securities, and who said Chinese 


_labour was a necessity. It was said that 
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Chinese labour was a necessity, but he 
believed that if the facts were laid clearly 
before the House, it would be seen that 
the mines could pay enormous profits, 
even though they employed white labour 
at reasonable wages. That being so, why 
were not white men obtained? As to 
the alleged impossibility of replacing 
by white men the Kaffirs who left the 
mines through the war, the country 
wanted to know what honest attempts 
had been made in that direction with the 
offer of reasonable terms. The fact was 
that no real attempt had been made. 
There were thousands of Englishmen, 
Scotchmen, and Irishmen who would be 
glad to go to South Africa if proper wages 
were given. He did not say that they 
could be supplied wholesale so rapidly as 
the Chinese, but it was capable of proof 
that, if a sincere attempt were made, tens 
of thousands of honest white labouring 
men would be prepared to undertake the 
work on terms which would still leave the 
mine-owners an enormous profit. 


In view of the present situation in the 
Far East, it was somewhat surprising that 
Tory Members should indulge in such 
language as had been used in the course 
of the debate with reference to the popula- 
tions of other European countries. Italian 
workmen had been spoken of as “ white 
trash,” whose character and habits were 
so low that Chinese were preferable to 
them. That was hardly the way in which 
the white subjects of a friendly Power 
should be referred to. There was really 
no necessity to import members of differ- 
ent European races. If only the mine- 
owners were half as earnest in getting 
white men as they were in bringing about 
the recent war, it would be quite possible 
to secure the necessary supply. It was 
cruel and heart-breaking to be told that 
in order to work the mines in a British 
possession, the acquisition of which had 
cost the country millions of money and 
tens of thousands of lives, men were to 
be imported from China under conditions 
which amounted to semi-slavery. In 
London itself could be found numbers 
of able-bodied men willing and anxious 
to work to keep their wives and 
families from starvation, and yet the 
Government and the millionaires of 
Park Lane, instead of attempting to 


draft such men to South Africa, were to 
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import at £8 a head Chinamen to do work 
which could be better done by white men 
if only they were given the opportunity 
of doing it. A balance-sheet, showing 
the difference between employing white 
men at standard wages and Chinese labour 
would afford interesting reading, and he 
believed it would show that the mine- 
owners, not satisfied with owning the 
mines and making enormous profits, 
actually grudged the wages of the work- 
men. That was really an infamous state 
of affairs. Whatever might be the 
opinion of the soldiers who fought in the 
war, there would be but one opinion 
among the vast majority of the working 
people who paid the £250,000,000 which 
the war cost—viz., that it was a disgrace 
that the first, and apparently the only, 
result of the struggle was the introduc- 
tion, under the British flag, of a system of 
forced labour. Even those in favour 
of the proposal might agree that there 
was no immediate hurry in the matter. 
The members of the Transvaal Labour 
Commission might have been eminently 
qualified for the task they had to perform, 
but certainly their findings had not 
satisfied people generally that the whole 
of the facts had been brought to light, 
and before a final decision was arrived at 
there should be a fresh, thorough, and 
impartial inquiry into the whole question. 
The Government, however, would not 
accept that proposal, because the essence 
of the matter was that it should be 
hustled through without further in- 
quiry. From every point of view the 
proposal was an innovation of a startling 
character; it was the introduction of 
slavery in almost its worst form. The 
noble Lord opposite objected to the term 
“ slavery.’ 


Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON said his 
afgument was that the conditions under 
which the Kaffirs lived before the war 
would obtain. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND reminded 
the House that the alleged object of the 
war was to give equality and freedom 
to all men under the British flag in South 
Africa, and now the noble Lord justified 
this proposal by saying that before the 
war slavery of a similar kind existed 
under the reign of Mr. Kruger. He de- 
clined to follow a bad example, whether 
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set by Mr. Kruger or anybody else, and, in | made, and said that I was biassed because 


any case, it was no justification for setting | 


I held so many mining shares. I desire 


up slavery in the British Empire. | to say that I hold no shares of any sort 


To-day hon. Members were to be asked | 


by their votes to say that slavery would | 
be allowed in a large portion of the British | 
Empire. At elections in this country | 
a favourite episode was the singing of 
That 


“ Britons never shall be slaves.” 
cry had floated hon. Gentlemen opposite 


into this House. After the vote which | 
‘ Unless I am misinformed—and if I am I 


they would give to-night they should 
change their song— 


“Rule Britannia, Britannia money saves, 
By kicking Britons out of work for Chinese 
slaves.” 


He thought they would find that version 


of the song would not be so popular at | 
‘held 5,000 shares in the Chartered Com- 


election meetings. His hands were clean 
in this matter. He had no reason to love 
the British Empire. The Nationalists of 
Treland had not been so very, kindly dealt 
with by the British Government, and they 
were not in the slightest degree interested 
for the reputation of the Empire and for 
the Flag being unstained and unsullied. 
What they were interested in, and what 
their countrymen throughout the world 
were interested in, was the cause of human 
freedom and liberty. In the division to- 
night he and his hon. friends would vote 
for freedom and liberty. From the 
point of view of men who had no great 
love for the British Empire, he thought 
they should be rather pleased at the trend 
of events. As far as one could see, things 
were going badly for the British Empire 
at present. Lord Roberts had been dis- 
missed from the War Office, and his place 
had been taken by one of the Gentlemen 
opposite. Now they were to have slavery 
in one of the newly-acquired British 
colonies. He believed that the effect of this 
measure would be disastrous in the ex- 
treme, and that before many years passed 
it would cause a disruption in South Africa 
far greater than that caused by the late 
war. He hoped it would stand on record 
that the representatives of Ireland voted 
unanimously against the proposal. 


Lorpv ALWYNE COMPTON: With 
the permission of the House I should like 
to make a personal explanation. I under- 
stand that during my absence from the 
House the hon. Member who has just sat 
down referred to the speech I had lately 


Mr. William Redmond. 


or kind in South African mines. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 
noble Lord, I am sure, does not wish to 
misrepresent what I said. I never said 
that he had any mining shares in South 
Africa. What I said was that the noble 
Lord had shares in South African concerns. 


withdraw the statement and express my 
regret for having made it--thz noble Lord 
formerly possessed, if he does not now 
possess, 5,000 shares in the Chartered 
Company. 


Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON : I never 


pany, and I haye no shares now. [An 
Hon. MemBer: Or any shares.] I have 
no shares. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: If that 
is the case I withdraw the‘statement. ° 


*Sm H. MEYSEY-THOMPSON (Staf- 
fordshire, Handsworth) said he had paid 


‘considerable attention to the question of 


Chinese labour in California, which he 
visited in 1873. Chinese labourers had just 
finished the Pacific Railway, and they 
were engaged in other forms of unskilled 
work. Everyone at that time said it 
would have been impossible for the rail- 
way to have been made, and for California 
to have made the progress it had, but for 
Chinese labour. If the accusations made 
against the Chinese had been true British 
Columbia would not have admitted them 
in the numbers they had done. If they 
were such a dreadful pecple as they were 
said to be objection would be taken to 
them there. The fact was that they had 
raised the standard of labour and effici- 
ency wherever they had been. There 
was no question in South Africa of ousting 
white men from the occupations in which 
they were now engaged. The proposals 
under consideration only affected un- 
skilled labour in mines, which could not 
and, he said boldly, ought not to be done 
by white men. When he visited Johan- 
nesburg the first thing he learned was 
that there was an enormous amount of 
gold to be dug out of the earth. It was 


‘no exaggeration to say that there were 
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hundreds of millions waiting to be dug 
out. When a friend gave him this in- 
formation and showed him figures, he 
asked “Well, what is England to get 
out of this?” His friend asked what 
part of England he was interested in. 
He suggested the case of his constituents 
in South Staffordshire. He was then 
shown mines where excellent machinery 
made by Messrs. Tangye in his own 
constituency was working successfully. 
He was told that the demand for 
machinery of that description was capable 
of enormous expansion, and that in the 
case of a great development of mining in 
South Africa millions of money would be 
spent on other Staffordshire productions, 
such as iron and brass work, saddlery, 
silver and electro-plate, jewellery, etc. 
But this development depended almost 
entirely on the supply of labour. He had 
asked his friend why there was a diffi- 
culty about labour, and he was informed 
that mines producing a small proportion 
of gold to the quantity of material treated 
could not pay a very large amount in 
wages, and it was absolutely necessary 
that those white men who were employed 
should be paid good wages. To live 
in comfort a white man ought to earn 
at least £20 a month. To do away with 
the prosperity of the gold mines was to 
injure the employment of white men in 
other industries, such as coal-mining and 
agriculture. They were told that there 
was a considerable output from the mines 
at the present time. He admitted that ; 
but they were working the rich 
surface reefs, which were not expensive 
to develop, and not difficult to work. 
It would not be long before these surface 
reefs would be worked out; and if un- 
skilled labour was not to be employed, 
who was to develop the deep-level mines ? 
It cost £500,000 sterling to bring a deep 
level mine to the producing stage, and if 
capital was discouraged from investing in 
these deep-level mines, the whole pros- 
perity of South Africa would come to an 
end. From the common-sense and 
economic point of view, the employment 
of Chinese labour was the best thing that 
could happen. It should be remembered 
that the Chinaman, if not treated fairly, 
would not work, because there was no 
mule in the world more obstinate than the 
Chinaman when he thought he was not 
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getting his rights. The regulations pro- 
vided that the Chinese labourers were not 
to be treated harshly. The experiment was 
to be carried out, not in a remote portion 
of the world, but by our own compatriots 
in the full light of day, with a vigilant 
Press looking on. 


Now what reason was there to think 
that the responsible managers of the 
mines were not going to treat the 
Chinese labourers fairly ? He knew that 
there were some people like hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, who thought tha: when .: 
man went to the Colonies he became 
a combination of knave and _ fool. 
His experience in the Colonies was 
that a colonial, or an Englishman who 
had gone there, was just as capable 
of managing his own business as anyone 
in this country. The managers were 
most anxious to make the experiment a 
success, and to do this they must treat 
the Chinamen well. There were collected 
_ at Johannesburg perhaps the most capable 
| mining engineers and mining managers in 
the whole world. Some of them were 
Americans, some French and German, 
and a great many English. Between 
them they knew all about the working of 
all the gold mines in the world, and even 
before the war their attention was turned 
very closely to the question of supply 
of labour. If in all those years they 
had been unable to find any other solution 
of the problem than the employment of 
Chinese labour, the extreme probability 
was that no better solution was to be 
found. We had spent enormous sums 
of money in South Africa; we had now 
the opportunity to get some of it back, and 
that could be done by securing well-paid 
employment for our young men ; the more 
coloured labour there was employed the 
more openings there would be for these 
young men, and South Africa was capable 
of providing a magnificent market for 
articles manufactured in this country. 
These were legitimate ways of getting 
back some of the money expended in the war. 
He believed that the employment of 

















Chinese labour would be good for this 
country, for the Transvaal, and for the 
Chinaman, and therefore he would have 
no hesitation in voting against the Amend- 
ment. 


*Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) said he had no doubt that the 
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hon. Gentleman who had just sat down 
was persuaded that the introduction of 
Chinese labour in the Transvaal would be | 
advantageous to that part of our) 
possessions. The hon. Member who com- 
menced the debate that afternoon com- 
plained that the mover and the seconder 
of the Amendment had not given due con- 
sideration to the views held by the 
majority of the Legislative Council. He. 
had listened very carefully to the able and 
interesting speeches of the mover and 
seconder, and it had struck him that they 
had paid all the respect that was due to 
the majority of the Legislative Council, 
having regard to the way in which the 
Council had been constituted. It was not 
a representative authority in any way, as 
the hon. Gentleman well knew, and the 
verdict of the majority of that Council on 
this question could not be taken as repre- 
senting the views of the white population 
of the Transvaal. Until the Government 
took some steps to ascertain clearly and | 
indisputably the views of the white popu- 
lation of the Transvaal on this question, 
he and his friends, at all events, could 
not be satisfied with the conclusion 
at which they had arrived. The hon. 
Gentleman went on to say that he 
intended to speak and to vote for what 
he considered the best interests of the 
colony, the responsibility of the Govern- 
ment of which we had taken upon our- | 
selves. He had listened very carefully 
to the hon. Member’s speech, and it 
struck him that the hon. Gentleman re- 
garded the best interests of the colony | 
as based upon the introduction of slavery, 
or what he would prefer to cal] a low 
standard of civilisation. He was 
aware that the noble Lord the Member 
for Bedfordshire took exception to the use 
of the term “slavery,” as applied to the 
introduction of Chinese into South Africa, 


and he asked the question, ‘‘ What is | 
The noble Lord went on to | 


slavery ¢” 
define slavery as ‘the condition of a 


man who is bound to another man for | 


life.” Well, he should like to put forward 
a better definition of slavery than that 
of the noble Lord. He defined it as 


“the suppression of individual liberty | 


and freedom of action,” and it mattered 

nothing to him whether the suppression 

of individual freedom and liberty of 

action was merely for a limited period 
Mr. Fenwick. 
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or for the whole course of the man’s 
natural existence, it was still slavery. 

There could be no _ doubt that 
the Amendment brought them face 
to face with what was, after all, 
a very serious problem. The Govern- 
ment undoubtedly had made up their 
minds, so far as they were concerned, to 
sanction this Ordinance, and practically to 
give to the authorities in the Transvaal 
the power to introduce Chinese labour into 
that colony. Now, they had been told, 
again and again during the war in South 
Africa that the Government were power- 
less, however much they might desire it, 
to offer terms of surrender to the Boers 
without the consent of our colonial 
fellow-subjects, who had made such 
sacrifices with us in the interests of the 
Empire. They were told also, again and 
again, that the Government could not 
disclose the terms of settlement after the 
war without having regard to colonial 
opinion. Now, if the opinion of our 
colonial fellow subjects was of such 
weighty importance as the Government 
held it to be at that time, why did they 
now ignore colonial sentiment and feeling 
in a matter of this kind, which vitally 
affected the in:erests of the whole 
Empire. The hon. and gallant Gentleman 
the Member for the Isle of Wight, 
emphasised the fact that the opinions 
of Australia, New Zealand, Canada, 
and Cape Colony were dead against 
the action which the Government 
were likely to take in reference in the 
Ordinance. With the permission of the 
House he should like to read the terms 
of a cablegram sent in December last by 
the Prime Minister of the Australian 
Commonwealth, Mr. Deakin, to the Secre- 
tary of the Anti-Asiatic League in Cape 
Town. Mr. Deakin cabled— 

“ Unofficially replying your cable am now 
able to assure you that the Australian policy 
of exclusion of coloured aliens re-endorsed 


yesterday by great majority at the general 
election.” 


That cable was read to a mass meeting 
in Cape Town of between 3,000 and 4,000 
inhabitants. A cable was also read from 
the First Commissioner of Customs in 
the Commonwealth, dated Adelaide, which 
stated, 


“ Red hot sympathy with the movement.” 
| . 
| viz., the movement to 


\ prevent " the 
| introduction of Asiatic 


labour into 
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the Transvaal. The hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Clare referred to the 
communication from the Prime Minister 
of New Zealand. Its text had not yet 
been communicated to the House and 
he should like to read it. It was as 
follows— 


“From the right hon. Richard Seddon. I 
earnestly hope, in the true interests of South 
Africa, that the movement for the introduction 
of Asiatic labour will not succeed. If this were 
to be the result of the great sacrifices made, it 
would cause heart-burnings and feelings of 
wide-spread disappointment. No Asiatic can 
enter this Colony without paying £100. Speak- 
ing as one knowing the Chinese on the gold 
fields of Australia and New Zealand, I assert 
they are no use in underground work, and prove 
undesirable colonists in every sense of the 
word.” 


Then there was a telegram from the 
Trades Council of Johannesburg which 
stated— ~ 


“ Labour union in the Transvaal unanimously 
oppose introduction of Asiatics.” 


An attempt was made on behalf of the 
Trades Council to hold a meeting at 
Johannesburg to protest against the 
introduction of the Chinese, but the 
capitalists organised a strong band of 
roughs at 15s. per head to break it up. 
As a result they appealed to their fellow 
citizens at the Cape to assist them in 
their endeavour to prevent the introduc- 
tion of Asiatic labour. Why was the 
House of Commons asked to sanction 
this slavery Ordinance? Having regard 
to the restrictions which it was proposed 
to impose on the freedom of action of 
the Chinese, he thought they were justly 
entitled to regard the Ordinance a3 a 
slavery Ordinance. They were told by 
the hon. and learned Gentleman the 
Member for Plymouth that the reason 
they were asked to sanction the Ordinance 
was that the gold mines could not be 
worked without the introduction of cheap 
labour. He denied that. But even if it 
were so, he wished to ask how far 
the Government intended to carry that 
principle. There were industries in this 
country that were suffering seriously, 
some of them only barely making ends 
meet, others temporarily working at a 
loss. If those industries could have the 
assistance of the Government in obtaining 
cheap labour they would regard it as a 
godsend. Were the Government about to 


extend their policy to this country? They 
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would not dare todoit. He denied that 
there was a shortage of white unskilled 
labour in the Transvaal. If the mine- 
owners were prepared to pay fair wages 
that labour would be forthcoming at once 


The war in South Africa was a miners’ 
war in some respects, but he was in a posi- 
tion to say that the miners in the Trans- 
vaal were not opposing the employment 
of white unskilled labour. Their opposi- 
tion was devoted entirely to the introduc- 
tion of unskilled Chinese labour. He 
could assure the Colonial Secretary that 
letters had been regularly received at the 
offices of the Miners’ Union in Newcastle, 
from friends who went to South Africa, 
and on whose words they could rely just 


| as implicitly as the right hon. Gentleman 


relied on the word of his advisers in the 
Transvaal. Those letters stated that the 
hostility of the miners was not to the 
employment of unskilled white labour, 
but to the employment of Asiatic labour. 


Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY-GORE 
(Lincolnshire, Gainsborough) asked what 
about the hostility to white labour in 
the Ferreira Mine. 


*Mr. FENWICK said that the hon. 
Gentleman might possess some special 
information about that particular mine, 
but his information from the miners who 
went to South Africa and on whose word 
he could rely was as he had stated. At 
a mass meeting at Cape Town a distin- 
guished citizen who had been in South 
Africa for twenty years gave some 
examples to show that there was a good 
supply of white unskilled labour in South 
Africa. He said that the De Beers mine 
wanted over 15,000 extra natives and 
they had not the slightest difficulty in 
getting them. The reason being that the 
conditions of employment were favour- 
able. Only the other day he himself was 
told that there was one mine in Matabele- 
land which was never short of labour, 
because the manager dealt fairly and 
honestly with the natives and discharged 
any of his white employees who illtreated 
them. Again, at Cape Town there was no 
difficulty in getting native labour for the 
Docks, but in East London there was the 
greatest difficulty, the reason being that 
the wages offered in East London was only 
2s. 6d. per day, whereas in Cape Town 

C2 
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it was4s. That clearly showed that where 
veasonable remuneration was given there 
was very little difficulty indeed in getting 
this native labour. Towards the close of 
the late unhappy war supporters of the 
Government pointed out to the working 
classes in this country what a happy 

unting ground South Africa would be 
for the British labourer, and what a 
splendid outlet it would be for the surplus 
population of thiscountry. Nowit turned 
out that this country had shed the blood of 
tens of thousands of its subjects not in 
the interests of British labour but in the 
interests of Chinese labour. [An Hon. 
Memper: And the Millionaires. ] Yes, both 
of those classes. Ships were chartered 
to send troops to South Africe and 
it seemed to him they would have to 
charter more ships to. bring back the 
British unemployed from South Africa. 
The views of those who might be taken to 
represent the minds of the millionaires of 
Park Lane indicated that this was really 
a question of wages and fair conditions 
of employment. Mr. Lionel Phillips, in a 
letter to The Times about twelve months 
ago, said— 

“The refuse and wastrels of this country we 
will not have at any price, because at sixpence 


a day they would be dear. Your good honest 
workmea we cannot afford.” 


What an idea! He would have thought 
that if anybody could afford to pay fair 
wages for good honest British labour it 
was the millionaires who were interested 
in the mines of South Africa. But under- 
lying this agitation there was also the 
fear that, if white labour were employed 
to any considerable extent, trades unions 
or organisations would be formed to the 
annoyance of the mine-owners. The “trail 
of the serpent” referred to in the 
memorandum presented by the mining 
industry to the ex-Colonial Secretary in 
January of last year at Johannesburg 
was the formation of labour unions. The 
mine-owners were afraid their profits 
would be interfered with; hence this 
agitation. It was for this that we had spent 
millions of treasure and sacrificed thou- 
sands of lives, that wives had been made 
widows, and children left fatherless— 
that we might further increase the huge 
dividends of the men of Park Lane who 
held this Government in t’ie hollow of 
their hand. Throughout th’s agitation the 
Government had been in che hands of the 
financiers of London and the Transvaal, 


Mr. Fenwick. 
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and they appeared to be utterly incap- 
able of extricating themselves from the 
/mercenary spell which these men had 
woven around them. From his knowledge 
of the working classes of the country he 
was convinced that if this issue alone was 
placed before them there would be a 
speedy clearing out of the Party opposite. 
He heartily supported the Amendment, 
| believing the Government were about to 
take a step which would introduce a 
moral cancer into the social life of the 
Transvaal, a step fraught with grave 
danger to the best interests of the Colony, 
and a step which Members would probably 
live to regret. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) said he did not 
wish to make any appeal to sentiment or 
to opposition to Chinese labour in itself. 

|He appreciated the gravity of the situa- 
tion in South Africa, and the fact that we 
had evidence tending toshow there was 
a shortage of labour, and that Lord 
Milner and others believed it was 
necessary for the country that fresh 
sources of supply should be found. One 
of the gravest elements in the question 
was the objection to the introduction 
of Chinese which undoubtedly existed in 
our Colonies, and the fact that in taking 
the action proposed we should be acting 
contrary to the sentiments of all the 
Colonies which had had any experience 
of Chinese labour. His principal reason 
for rising was to ask the Government to 
delay taking action and to give the 
country time to consider the question 
from the point of view, not particularly of 
the labour being Asiatic, but mainly of the 
actual regulations to be imposed. Every- 
body who read those regulations would 
agree that, although the Colonial Secretary 
' was doubtless perfectly satisfied that any- 
thing in the nature of slavery would be 
prevented, it did not quite appear on the 
face of the Ordinance that that end would 
be secured. On the contrary there were 
grave reasons for fearing that something 
of the kind would result. There had been 
an unfortunate incident in the debate. 
| Would anybody have expected that in the 
twentieth century an hon, Member would 
have stood up to defend and praise the 
old slave trade in the Southern States of 
America? Yet that had happened in the 
' debate, for the hon. Member for Leicester 
| had stated that the slave trade in the 
‘Southern States of America had been a 
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great economical advantage to that 
country and to the world. 


Sm JOHN ROLLESTON explained 
that what he said was that the old and 


. earlier methods were much to be deplored. 


He did not in any way praise them, 
although the economical results were 


advantageous. 


Mr. SEELY said he was in the recollec- 
tion of the House. No doubt the hon. 
Member did not intend to praise or 
defend the slave trade, but that only 
showed what happened when Members 
got talking on the subject. What the 
hon. Member said was that the slave trade 
had been an advantage to those countries, 
and that the Southern States of America 
and the cotton trade could not have been 
properly developed had it not been for 
the slave trade. That a Member of the 
House should have made such a statement 
was an incident which could not have 
given much pleasure to the Colonial See- 
retary in whose defence the speech was 


made. 
Sirk JOHN ROLLESTON : May I say 


that I am not afraid even in this House to 
state a fact which is historically true 4 


Mr. SEELY said they might differ as to 
the statement and still more as to its 
historical truth. According to the pro- 
posed regulations, if one of these men 
thought he would like to live outside the 
‘Chinese village” and bought a house for 
his wife and family to live in, he would 
be liable to heavy punishment, and the 
person selling the house would be fined 
£500 or imprisoned for two years. Then 
there was the following clanse— 

‘“* Any person who shall harbour or conceal 
any labourer who has deserted from the service 
of his importer, or who has committed any 
breach of this Ordinance, or who should aid and 
abet any labourer to desert as aforesaid, will 
be liable to a fine not exceeding £50, and, in 
default of payment, to imprisonment not ex- 
ceeding three months.” 

The old theory for which we had fought 
in the past, had been that British soil was 
free, and that every Englishman was free 
to protect any slave who ran to him. He 
asked whether it would not be 
well to give the House a little more 
time to consider how this evil might 
be avoided. Only yesterday had there 
been published the correspondence 
of the Chinese Minister with regard to 
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these regulations. The Chinese Minister 
had made certain suggestions or altera- 
tions, one of which was— 

“‘ That the person styled ‘ the importer’ shall 
be a bond fide employer of labour, and not a 
mere dealer or speculator in labour; and that 
the transfer or assignment of the labourer to 
another employer shall only be made with the 
consent of the immigrant and the approval of 
the Consul or Consular Agent of his country.” 

The Chinese Minister was a heathen and 
they wereChristiansand this was a Christian 
country, and yet he went on to say— 

“This is necessary in order to prevent the 
immigrant from being made a mere chattel or 
article of commerce.” 

He was aware that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary was 
prepared to put something of that kind 
into this regulation, but at any rate there 
was this justification for the Chinese 
Minister’s suggestion, that in the first 
Ordinance the consent of the Chinese 
labourer was struck out. Did not the 
right hon. Gentleman think that, under 
the circumstances, it would be far 
wiser for him to allow the House to see 
the whole of these regulations and the 
correspondence before he asked it to 
pledge itselfin any way to this Ordinance. 
As it stood without the regulations the 
Ordinance was slavery, and nothing more 
nor less. [Mr. Lyrreiron dissented,] The 
right hon. Gentleman did not acknowledge 
that; all he could say was the Chinese 
Minister thought it so, and we certainly 
ought to go one better than the Chinese 
Minister ; he therefore begged the Colonial 
Secretary and the Government to give 
an assurance to the House that this 
matter should not be considered finally 
at an end when the vote was given that 
evening, but would say that the Chinese 
should not be brought into the Trans- 
vaal until sufficient time had been given 
to enable the people to thoroughly 
understand the conditions under which 
they were to be employed. The corres- 
pondence with the Chinese Ministers was 
a very important element in this matter. 
It was a very serious thing for a 
Minister to write about making his 
people “chattels andarticlesof commerce,” 
he therefore hoped sufficient time would 
be allowed to consider all the aspects of 
the case. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND, as a 


matter of personal explanation and in 
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justification of the statement which he 
made in the course of his speech, said : 
In the library I find in the share register 
of the British South Africa Company of 
6th July, 1895, under the number on the 
register 10,056, the following statement— 
“5,000 shares—Lord A. F. Compton and 
Edmund Venables.” 
I think, in view of that, the noble Lord 
has placed me in a wrong light in saying 
he did not possess any shares. 


Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON : I apolo- 
gise for trespassing on the House, but as 
the hon. Member for Clare has challenged 
me, I think I have aright of reply. It now 
appears that the hon. Member has referred 
to shares which he says were held in my 
name nine years ago. The hon. Member 
really should investigate these things 
before he makes statements of this kind. 
Nine years ago I was a member of a firm 
which I do not belong to now, and I 
believe it is quite possible that 5,000 or 
10,000 Chartered shares may have stood 
at that time in the name of my partner 
and myself. They were not my shares, 
I did not possess them, and neither I nor 
my partner had any power over them. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: With 
great respect I submit that the noble Lord 
does not accurately describe the situation. 
I made the statement that he possessed 
shares, and his name for a number of 
shares is now on the register of the 
Chartered Company. I think, in the mind 
of every fair-minded man in the House, 
that would justify me in making the 
statement, 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.) said that it was not the duty of 
the Government to consider the interests 
of the mine-owners or the immediate 
economic problem, but the interests of 
what it was hoped would be a great 
English Colony. All the greatest author- 
ities who had written on South Africa 
had agreed that it was to the mineral 
wealth of South Africa that they must 
look for the development of a colonial 
free-governed State, and that agriculture, 
despite the richness and fertility of the soil, 
could not operate as a magnetic influence 
in drawing an English population to 
that point of the world. In establishing 
Chinese labour, therefore, they would be 
striking a blow at colonial development 
by British people. Was it not possible 

Mr. William Redinond, 
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to work these mines with British labour ? 
If there were no Chinese and no blacks 
would there not be reef prospecting with 
as much energy as that which characterised 
Australian mining? If that were so, 
the Colonial Secretary would be abrogat- 
ing his responsibility as a Colonial 
Minister if he allowed Chinese labour to 
intercept the natural flow of British 
labour, merely for the purpose of pre- 
cipitating the development of the mines. 
Why not employ Indian labour? No 
doubt the real reason was to be found in 
the fact that the Indian Legislative 
Council would not for a moment tolerate 
further development of the coolie legisla - 
tion which was enacted with great reluct- 
ance some years ago. Another reason, no 
doubt, was the objection of the Indian 
people to an Ordinance framed under 
such conditions. Looking at the nature 
of the contract the Chinese would have 
to sign, there was no doubt it amounted 
to a reinstitution of the system of slavery. 
He knew of no parallel to this Ordinance 
in any legislation. It was a singular 
fact that under the Ordinance it was 
competent for the mine-owner to in- 
flict corporal punishment upon these 
unhappy Chinese, That was the opinion 
of the Chinese Minister. He himself did 
not wish to take up an attitude of bigoted 
hostility to the mine-owners of South 
Africa. Many of them were liberal 
minded men, but he_ recollected that 
before the war broke out, and while it was 
being waged, this country was told that 
the colony would be a magnificent field 
for Britsh labour, There was a large 
number of unemployed in this country, 
but this Ordinance would shut the door 
against them, and put in their place the 
most debased form of labour which could 
possibly be instituted in any country 
under the sun. He hoped, therefore, the 
Government would reconsider their posi- 
tion, and see whether they could not solve 
the problem with not so much regard for 
the immediate interests of the mine- 
owners but in the permanent and lasting 
interests of both this country and South 
Africa. 


Mr. WILLIAM WATSON RUTHER- 
FORD (Liverpool, West Derby) said he 
wished to say a few words on this subject 
from an entirely English point of view. 
At Liverpool they had 25,000 casual 
labourers, and there was only work for 
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half to three days work every week. 


This was a cause of very great demora- | 


lisation. Whena man left his house in the 
morning to seek work his wife and child- 
ren did not know whether there would be 
a crust of bread to eat during the day. 
This caused such evils as overcrowding, 
intemperance, disease, and vice of all 
kinds. At least 2,500 of these casual 
labourers could be easily spared from 
Liverpool, and he believed they would 
go to South Africa if they had terms 
such as 4s, per day and regular work. 


He did not believe the work in the mines | 


was any more difficult or objectionable 
than the work these men had to do in 
Liverpool. If they had facilities for get- 
ting to South Africa they would, he 
thought, be willing to go there. A scheme 
of this kind would be of incalculable ad- 
vantage to every large city and town in 
this country. It would benefit the men 
and it would benefit their families, and 
they could lock forward to improvement 
in years to come. He was very grieved 
to hear that there were suggestions that 
any man who went out to this employ- 
ment would have to abandon any hope of 
social improvement, and entirely confine 
himself to work of this particular 
kind. Workmen going out from this 
country to take up this work would look 
forward to improving their social position. 
He did not think the illustration of the 
1,000 navvies sent out from this 
country wasa fairone. They were sent out 
to emergency work on railways, and they 
expected emergency terms. He simply 
wanted to know whether any efforts had 
been made to recruit labour in this 
country for that portion of His Majesty’s 
dominions which appeared to be crying 
out for labour. He would like to know 
what attempts in that direction had been 
made, if any; and, if no efforts had been 
made, why some attempt should not be 
made before importing Chinese labour. 
He believed that the great working 
centres of this country would want to 
know why something was not being done 
for them before we imported Chinese 
labour into the Transvaal, and that the 
general sense of this country would 
object to the importation of that labour, 
and would only assent to it in the last 


tesort when they were sati fied that 
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been fairly tried and failed. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) said the hon. Gentleman who 
had just sat down had pointed to the 
weak point in connection with the labour 
inquiry. The reference to the Commis- 
sion which inquired into the subject was 
exceedingly restricted. It restricted the 
inquiry to the point—of how many blacks 
could be obtained in a certain region in 
Africa? But there were three colours 
that could be employed in the mines— 
white, black, and yellow. The white 
and yellow were both excluded from the 
inquiry, and many hon. Members who 
sympathised with the difficulties which 
the Government were confronted with in 
South Africa at the conclusion of the 
war, were determined that they would do 
nothing to hamper, as they believed, the 
employment of white labour until the 
question of the employment of that 
labour had been thoroughly gone into. 
The right hon. Gentleman made an appeal 
to some of them on this side of the House 
in the earlier portion of the debate on the 
King’s Speech to give support to the 
Government. But the Imperial thinking 
of the Government led it in very various 
directions. We had been invited to 
reverse our fiscal policy in order that 
certain advantages might be conferred on 
South Africa and our. other Colonies. 
We were now asked to reverse the labour: 
policy of this country in order to make 
South Africa properous. What he could 
not understand was why, at the very time 
we were asked to exorcise the demon of 
cheapness in this country, we should be at 
the same time invited to \introduce it into- 
the Transvaal in the shape of Chinese 
labour. 


The House had heard about the 
opinion of the Tranvaal, and the right 
hon, Gentleman in his speech, in which he 
endeavoured to make a great many obscure 
parts of the question plain, objected to any 
doubt being cast upon the independence 
of the votes of the officials of the Trans- 
vaal upon the Legislative Council. If 
the right hon. Gentleman’s contention held 
good they might as well abolish the House 
of Commons, because that assumed that a 
civil servant being placed on a legislative 
body was able to do the whole work not 
merely of administration but of legislation. 
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Admirable as might be the character of | 


the great Civil Service in the Transvaal, he 
would never accept the view that they 
could give as independent and as free a 
vote as the representatives of the people. 
He could not accept the view, therefore, 
that there was not great need for the 
real opinion of the Transvaal being taken 
upon the question. If they could not get 
that by representative institutions the 
only other way of getting it was by a 
plebiscite. He could not accept the view 
that there would not have been plenty of 
time to have taken a plebiscite if it 
were still impossible to provide repre- 
sentative institutions in South Africa. 
He believed it was impossible without 
adequate inquiry—and that they had not 
yet had—to support any scheme for 
pouring unlimited Chinese, married or 
otherwise, into the mines of the Rand. 
It was urged that Chinese cheap labour 
was to encourage the growth of the white 
population in South Africa, but that was 
not the view of those parts of the Empire 
which had tried it. The whole Empire 
had been united against the proposal to 
employ Chinese labour. As the right 
hon. Gentleman had appealed to them to 
vote Imperially, he would appeal to him 
in turn to think well before he went 
against the whole sense of the Empire in 
importing this cheap labour into South 
Africa. It was said by a distinguished 
Member of this House who sat on the 
other side, and who was no longer with 
them, that the trail of finance was over the 
Raid. At any rate, let them make sure 
that the trail of finance was not over the 
settlement after the war. It was inevit- 
able, if they took no means of satisfying 
themselves of what the real opinion of 
the Transvaal was, that, without repre- 
sentative institutions, and without a 
plebiscite, the opinion of the mine-owners 
would bear undue weight with the 
Government of the country. It was 
inevitable that the mine-owners and 
their dependents must exercise undue 
weight and influence in the consideration 
of Transvaal policy. He, at any rate, 
had not sought to shirk any responsi- 
bility in supporting what he believed to 
be British rights in South Africa, and he 
for one deplored this policy, which he did 
not think could be justified, and which 
he thought they were asked to approve 
on very insufficient data. 


Mr. Munro Ferguson. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said he had 
listened to the debate with very great 
\interest, and the first thing he would 
‘remark was that it was sometimes hard 
|to say where private interests ended 
and the public interest began. He would, 
_ to the best of his ability, protest against 
_ this Ordinance, because he believed it to 
be the slave policy of a slavish and 
mammonised Government. Would the 
Colonial Secretary state whether he was 
the official inferior of Lord Milner, or 
whether Lord Milner was the official 
inferior of him? Who was the master 
and who was the man? Was the master 
away in the Transvaal and was the 
man here? It was a very curious thing 
that when the late Colonial Secretary 
was in office no slave policy was in- 
stituted although Lord Milner was as 
anxious to institute it then as now. The 
present Colonial Secretary was carrying 
out Lord Milner’s policy. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
Clock, the debate stood adjourned till this 
Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


KING’S SPEECH (MOTION FOR AN 
ADDRESS). 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment [16th February] 
to Main Question |2nd February], ‘‘ That 
an humble Address be presented to His 
Majesty, as followeth :— 


“Most Gracious Sovereign,— 


‘“We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
in Parliament assembled, beg leave to 
offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty 
for the Gracious Speech which Your 
Majesty has addressed to both Houses 
of Parliament.”—(Mr. Hardy.) 


Which Amendment was— 
“‘At the end of the Question to add the words, 


‘And we humbly represent to Your Majesty 
that it is highly inexpedient that sanction 


| should be given to any Ordinance permitting 
the introduction of indentur Chinese 


| labourers into the Transvaal Colony until the 
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approval of the colonists has been formally 
ascertained’”—(Mr. Herbert Samuel.) 


(Question again proposed, “ That those 
words be there added.” 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said this was 
one of those occasions which only occurred 
once or twice in a Parliamentary lifetime 
when a Member considered it one of his 
greatest privileges to address the House 
of Commons. He now lifted up his 
voice to protest against the violation, 
contained in this Ordinance, of all the 
Parliamentary traditions which made 
this country great, and which made it a 
refuge for the weak and the oppressed. 
When the House automatically adjourned 
he was asking the right hon. Gentleman 
the Colonial Secretary who in this case 
was the master ; he, the right hon. Gentle- 
man, or his official subordinate, Lord 
Milner. He had come tothe conclusion 
that, with regard to this slave policy, Lord 
Milner was the prime mover. It was 
unfortunate that the Colonial Secretary 


should have leapt at one bound to his | 


present position and more unfortu- 


nate still, that he should have as his official | 
subordinate a person of the somewhat | 


unscrupulous character of Lord Milner, 


who was controlled and dominated in this | 


slave policy by the millionaires of South 
Africa. The right hon. Gentleman was 
appointed to the Colonial Office when 
Lord Milner had declined that position 
which the Prime Minister had begged 
him to accept in a manner hardly worthy 
of himself. 


his mouthpiece. He did not wish to say 
anything unamiable in the absence of 


the right hon. Gentleman, but if he said | 
that, in this case, he was a creature of Lord | 


Milner’s he was not very far wrong ; if he 
said that Lord Milner himself was the crea- 
ture of the millionaire capitalists of South 
Africa he was very much in the right. 
The hon. Member for the Stowmarket 
Division who spoke first in the debate 
that afternoon, had made use of an ob- 
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Lord Milner then went to | 
South Africa, and a gentleman very well | 
known at the Bar, but not very well | 
known in this House, was set up here as | 
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God, and a prayer that we might arrive 
at our conclusions without fear, favour, or 
misgiving. Those words were spoken by 
a dignitary of the Church, whose voice 
they loved to hear, and whose grandfather 
was the great slave emancipator. When 
William Wilberforce stood up in this House 
at the time of the Union and demanded 
the emancipation of the slaves he did 
not get a voice to support him, but when 
seven years later, after the Union was 
effected, he carried the Emancipation 
Act he carried it with the help of an 
Irish majority, and he (Mr. MacNeill) was 
proud to belong toa nation which had 
always been found ready to fight on the 
side of freedom and humanity. The 
Transvaal was a new colony «and new 
colonies he always noticed were given 
| mottoes. In 1858 when our Indian De- 
| pendency became a British Dependency 
| they took for their motto “Heaven be 
‘our guide” and that motto was fulfilled 
when the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite became Secretary of State 
for India. He now thought of 
presenting to the Colonial Secretary a 
motto for the Transvaal. The right hon. 
Gentleman was a scholar and came from 
a family of scholars and he would have 
given him the motto in Latin, but for 
the benefit of the House he would give 
it in the vulgar tongue. The motto for 
this colony, in view of this slave Ordinance, 
should be “The smell of gain from any 
source is sweet.” 





He had endeavoured, unsuccessfully 
no doubt because he was not acute 
Parliamentarian enough, to get a dis- 
orderly Question past the Clerk at 
the Table, to elucidate this matter for the 
benefit of the House. He would now say 
this, that Lord Milner, not personally, 
but officially, was and must necessarily be, 
very much influenced in his capacity as 
administrator ot South Africa by capitalist 
considerations. The late Mr. Rhodes 
_made a will. In this will there 
/was a disposition of  £14,000,000, 
| £7,000,000 were invested in Transvaal 
|mines. Lord Milner was one of the 
| executors and trustees under that will. 





servation which had started him on a/If Lord Milner did not regard the 
train of thought. The hon. Member for | welfare of the mines he would be dis- 
Stowmarket drew attention to the fact | regarding the trusts of Mr. Rhodes’ will. 
that when the House assembled, and | First of all he was a great administrator 


. before public business commenced, and be- | in which capacity he had to lower rents 


fore Mr. Speaker took the chair, we had | and see that there was a living wage for 
prayers and thanksgiving to Almighty | the white man, Then as executor of 
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Mr. Rhodes’ will, it was his duty to raise 
rents, and join hands with the capitalists 
of South Africa. Lord Milner had every 
possible defect there could be in a 
Governor. He was associated by sym- 
pathy and by interest as executor of 
Mr. Rhodes with Transvaal mines. 
In consequence he was carrying on his 
Ministry in South Africa not in favour 
of the poor but of the rich, not in favour 
of the British working man but of the Park 
Lane millionaire. He recollected the 
cheers that greeted the mover of the 
Amendment, when, in his masterly speech, 
he pointed out how the effect of the im- 
portation of the Chinese labourer would be 
to keep out of the Transvaal English, 
Scotch, ang Irish working men, and asked, 
“Ts this what we get for the war?” 
Henry Grattan always said— 

“TI never argue with a prophet because I 
always disbelieve him.” 
He was a poor successor of a great 
Hebrew prophet, but he remembered 
four years previously making a prophecy 
with regard’ to the South African 
war and what it meant, and being 
greatly rejoiced when Zhe 7'imes the next 
day had a stinging article on “The 
Calumnies of Mr. Swift MacNeill.” 
Those words of four years ago were ful- 
filled because, as everybody knew in 
their hearts, they were true, but he was 
much rejoiced when he saw the tons of 
ink expended by the  yellow-press 
scribblers in abuse of him, and when he 
became the theme of every Jingo 
drunkard in every Jingo music hall. 
During the course of the debate it had been 
clearly seen that the great contest going 
on between the Members of the Treasury 
Bench and the opposite side of the House 
was as to which of two trails should lay 
over South Africa. The Treasury Bench 
said the trail of finance should have the ad- 
vantage, while those upon the Opposition 
side said that the trail of trades unionism, 
which gave everybody an equal oppor- 
tunity of earning a fair wage, should be 
the dominant factor. The great secret of 
the immortality of Shakespeare was that 
he saw that the methods of the base were 
the same from age to age; that he saw 
that men were affected by the same 
passions in all ages, that despite the march 
of civilisation men were afiected by the 
same aspirations, the same passions, the 
same vices, as they were in the days of old ; 
and when he saw, in the course of this 
debate, the motives which guided the 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 
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actions of men, he was constrained to say 
that they were the same which led to the 
Irish Members being brought to this 
House by the Act of Union. He had 
stated, so far as he could, in succinct lan- 
guage, the condition of Johannesburg to- 
day when Lord Milner was in full power— 
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‘*The one desire of the people of Johannes- 
burg was to maintain their independence and 
= their public liberty without which 

ife was not worth living. The Government 
denied them this and violated the national 
sense of Englishmen at every turn.” 

Was that true? He thought so, but 
when those words were written they were 
regarded as being as false as the Piggott 
forgeries. He took that extract from 
“the women and children’s letter” at the 
time of the Jameson Raid. That was the 
means by which the war was begun and 
by which they came to the present state 
ot things. 


His hon. friend the Member for 
the Stowmarket Division had said that, 
in this mutter of Chinese labour, he 
had the courage of his convictions and 
was prepared to face his constituents. 
A more noted person, the hon. Member 
for Dulwich, although he had said nothing 
of the kind, had taken an even stronger 
course, because, in a placard a copy of 
which was shown in the lobby on the 
previous dey and with which his consti- 
tuency was placarded, he said— 

“Tf anybody says that Dr. Rutherfoord 
Harris will vote for Chinese labour in the Trans- 
vaal it is a lie.” 

It was to the highest degree repellent 
and abhorrent to civilised men that any 
human being, however debased he might 
be, should, for the sake of metallic gain to 
others, be placed in a degraded position. 
These imported Chinese labourers would ke 
placed in that position. This Ordinance 
was one of the most shocking docu- 
ments that had ever emanated from 
the brain of man, and he had no 
hesitation in saying that the condition of 
these Chinese labourers under the British 
law would be degrees more horrible than 
the condition of slavery which existed in 
the old days. Above all, there was one 
thing in the Ordinance which, in the 
debate, had not been brought out so 
clearly as it might have been. These men 
were to be allowed to acquire no property 
and to have no power of bettering them- 
selves, they were to be as machines, and 
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what was more, it was supported 
from that Treasury Bench in this Chris- 
tian and Bible-loving England, where 
Biblical expressions and quotations rose 
spontaneously to our lips, in this Chris- 
tian England which boasted oi thirty 
generations of Christian children—they 
were told by the Treasury Bench that one 
of the conditions, in the regulations, was to 
be that these men were to have idols of 
brass made in Birmingham frcm whence 
many a foul fetish had come before for 
worship. Some of the most devoted of 
public men that he had ever known had 
suffered martyrdom in their desire to 
spread Christianity in China. What would 
our successors say if we allowed these 
poor Chinese to have brass idols made in 
Birmingham, for the purposes of worship, 
in order to give more money to Messrs. 
Beit and Eckstein and Swindleheim and 
Co. The first debate on the Address had 
been a fiscal debate, the second had been 
a slavery debate. He had made his 
protest; he was thankful he had had 
the privilege to do so. He had been 
eighteen years in this House and God 
forbid that if he lived another eighteen 
years and was here at the time when 
any sueh question as this arose again, 
he should not rise in his place and pro- 
test to the uttermost against such a 
course as was now proposed to be taken. 


*Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.)"said it 
was absolutely superfluous for him to 
defend Lord Milner, whose great public 
services were universally recognised, from 
the attacks of the hon. Member for Done- 
gal. He ventured to think that hon. 
Gentlemen who had spoken on the other 
side of the House had ignored, or had 
taken insufficient account of, two impor- 
tant factors in this problem. The first 
was the resolution of the Bloemfontein 
Conference in March of last year. Those 
gentlemen who talked about hurry and 
hustle on the part of the Government 
seemed to think that nothing had been 
done in South Africa before the Ordi- 
nance was passed by the Legislative 
Council. He asked permission to read 
the} resolution on the native question 
passed by that Conference on 19th March, 
1903, which showed how definite the 
opinion was in South Africa— 


“That this} Conference, after considering all 
available statistics, and hearing the reports of 
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the highest official authorities of the several 
States, has come to the conclusion that the 
native population of Africa south of the 
Zambesi does not comprise a sufficient number 
of adult males, capable of work, to satisfy the 
normal requirements of the several colonies, 
and at the same time furnish an adequate 
amount of labour for the large mining centres. 
Under these circumstances, it is evident to the 
Conference that the opening up of new sources of 
labour supply is requisite in the interests of all 
the South African States.” 

Who were the members of that Confer- 
ence? They consisted of delegates and 
advisers from all the four colonies in South 
Africa—self-governing and Crown colonies 
delegates and advisers from Rhodesia, 
and one delegate from Portuguese East 
Africa, Mr. Lencastre. The resolution was 
passed, as he had said, on 19th March 
last, and no protest was entered to show 
that any individual dissented from its 
conclusions. [An Hon. Memper: Did 
they recommend Chinese labour ?} 
They recommended sources of labour 
other than African. What was the 
inference from that? He passed from 
that point to the point raised by the hon. 
Member for Clare,who said that the labour 
representatives would soon demonstrate 
what a cruel, heartbreaking, miserable 
thing this scheme for introducing Chinese 
labour into South Africa was. Well, the 
House had listened with respect and atten- 
tion to the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Wansbeck Division, who -aid that he 
had received information from many per- 
sons, who had gone from Northumberland 
to the Transvaal, stating that they were 
against Chinese labour. But, at all 
events, the reports from the Transvaal 
were not by any means unanimous. He 
held in his hand a newspaper called the 
Tubour Leader, which, he believed, was 
the organ of the Labour Representation 
Committee. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
said, as a matter of right, he wished to 
state that the Labour Leader never was 
the organ of, and did not represent, the 
Labour Representation Committee It 
was his personal property, and under his 
own charge. 


*Mr. MOON said that the Labour Leader 
was, as the hon. Member for Merthyr 
Tydvil stated, edited by him at all events 
and he was assisted by two gentlemen, Mr. 
Philip Snowden and Mr. Ramsay Mac- 
donald, who, he believed, were Labour 
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candidates. That paper, brought out 
under these auspices, contained ’ the 
following sentences in an article called—. 

“¢*The Socialist Outlook in the Transvaal,’ 
by ‘Our Rand Correspondent’ :—‘ A large por- 
tion of the Uitlander working class regard the 
Labour Party’s cheap white remedy as far worse 
than the Chinese disease.’ 


The other sentence he would read was 


more material and important, and 
appeared under the sub-title— 
“Chinese, or low paid whites. We have 


what is probably the larger portion of Rand 
working men in favour of Chinese for unskilled 
work.” 

and further down, the writer continued— 


“The average miner rather prefers to be 
safe from competition by having Chinese, under 
legislative enactment, than by having a huge 
number of unskilled whites, gradually becoming 
skilled, to step into his shoes.” 

He thought he had shown that the Labour 
Party was not agreed on this question. 


He came now to his second point. He 
thought that his right hon. friend the 
Colonial Secretary must have satisfied 
everyone on that side of the House, 
except the hon. and gallant Member 
for Isle of Wight, that South Africa 


was not a white man’s country. [An 
Hon. Memsper on the MInisTERIAL 
Bencnes: No.] Well, at all events it 


was not a white man’s country in the 
same sense that the United States or our 
own Colonies of Canada, Australia, and 
New Zealand were white men’s countries. 
If any hon. Member doubted that, he 
would quote Mr. Moor, Secretary for 
Native Affairs in Natal, and one of the 
delegetes of Natal to the Conference in 
Bloemfontein, whose resolution he had 
recited. That Gentleman stated that 
in South Africa the coloured population 
was six to one of white men, in his 
own colony the proportion was still 
greater, Viz., ten to one. It was true 
that in South Africa there were one or 
two dying races, the Hottentots and 
Bushmen, but the situation in other 
respects was far different from that in 
the United States, where the red man was 
now practically extinct, from Australia 
where the Aborigines were practically 
extinct, and from New Zealand where the 
Maoris were fast going. In South Africa 
every variety of the Bantu tribes seemed to 
increase in proximity to the white races 
at the most astonishing rate. The rate 
was not less rapid than that of the 
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negroes in the United States. If that 
were so, they could never expect to have 
South Africa a white man’s country, in 
the sense that New Zealand and Australia 
were white men’s countries. What of 
India? India was not a white man’s 
country, although it was the brightest 
jewel in the crown of England, and 
many Englishmen went there to work. 
South Africa was, in regard to black and 
coloured labour in an intermediate position 
between India on the one hand and 
Australia on the other. But it was 
an essential factor in the problem 
that the supply of labour was insufficient. 
Already additional labour had _ been 
brought into the country from India. 
Why draw a distinction between black 
labour and yellow labour? He believed 
that there was a suggestion that Indian 
labour in Natal was regarded by the in- 
habitants in that colony as_ unsatis- 
factory; but if hon. Gentlemen would 
refer to the report of the Bloemfontein 
Conference they would see that the 
Prime Minister of Natal, Sir Albert Hime, 
moved a Resolution to the following 
effect— 

“That in the opinion of this Conference the 
permanent settlement in South Africaof Asiatic 
races would be injurious, and should not be per- 
mitted; but that, if industrial development 
positively requires it, the introduction of un- 
skilled Asiatic labourers, under a system of 
Government control providing for the inden- 
turing of such labourers and their repatriation 
at the termination of their indentures, should 
be permissible.” 


An Amendment was proposed to that 
resolution which began— 

“That this Conference is of opinion that 
South Africa is essentially a white man’s 
country,” ie 


but it was abandoned and merged in the 
resolution, which he had quoted at the 
outset, in regard to the introduction of 
non-African labour. Could anything be 
clearer than that? Evenin South Atrica 
it was fully recognised that it was not a 
white man’s country. [An Hon. MEMBER : 
Is that Lord Milner’s view?] He did 
not know, he was only concerned with 
the fact that the Bloemfontein Conference, 
which was presided over by Lord Milner, 
passed the resolution he had read, and 
that it was recorded without protest. He 
now came to the last portion of the 
second point—‘‘ Were the Chinese worse 
than other people?” Perhaps he had 
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seen as much of the Chinese people as 
most hon. Members in the House—in their 
own country, in San Francisco, and else- 
where—and he had seen no evidence to 
show that the Chinese were worse than 
any European or Asiatic nation. He 
would venture to refer to the opinion of 
a gentleman whom he had met on board 
a steamer, who for a long time was a 
member of the Legislative Council and a 
planter in a West Indian colony. That 
gentleman told him that in the province of 
Demerara the Chinese formed an excellent 
part of the population, that they were 
superior to other immigrants, that they 
were orderly and well conducted, and 
that they equipped and maintained their 
Christian churches better than the other 
members of the community. He would 
quote another great authority, the cele- 
brated American missionary to China, 
Dr. Wells Williams. That gentleman, 
who had lived forty-three years in 
China and wrote the standard book 
on China, entitled “‘The Middle King- 
dom,” said, after referring to the 
religious characteristics of Chinamen— 

“To these traits of Chinese character may be 
added the preservative features of their regard 
for parents and superiors, and their general 
peaceful industry. If there be any connection 
between the former of these virtues and the 
promise attached to the Fifth Commandment, 
‘ That thy days may be long in the land which 
the Lord thy God giveth thee,’ then the long 
duration of the Chinese people and the Empire 
is a stupendous monument of the good effects 
of a partial obedience to the law of God by 
those who only, had it inscribed on their hearts, 
and not written in their hands.” 

He would give one other corrobora- 
tion of the evidence as to the value 
and merit of the Chinese. Some twenty 
years ago Mr. Seward, bearing a name 
honoured among American statesmen,who 
subsequently became American Minister 
at Pekin, set himself to write a book on the 
effects of Chinese immigration into 
California, and bore testimony to the 
splendid work which the Chinese did in 
the mining towns of the Pacific slope. 
Their labour compared favourably with 
that of the Cornish miners. His hon. and 
gallant friend sitting behind him, who was 
intimately connected with Canada, had 
told him that many parts of Caneda 
could not have been built up without the 
assistance of Chinese labour. It had 


been said that wherever Chinese had been | 


introduced, the step had been followed by 
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| deplorable results; but that might be 
|alleged of any place where men were 
‘herded together. The Colonial Secretary 
‘had told the House that statutory per- 
| mission would be given for these men to 
|bring their wives with them, and that 
would prevent any evil results following. 
Those who knew anything about China 
/were aware that in China a man could 
only have one legal wife. There was 
some recognition of regularised concu- 
bines, but it was to be inferred that 
\the Colonial Secretary would exclude 
these from the Transvaal. He ventured 
to express the belief that the pro- 
visions which had been made ~ by 
way of safeguard would entirely obviate 
the evils which had been brought to his 
notice a few days ago, and which made 
him doubt whether he should vote on 
this occasion. The letter of the Bishop 
of Worcester to The Times and the speeches 
of the Archbishop of Canterbury and the 
Bishop of Rochester had made him re- 
gard this as a most serious matter, and 
he had gone so far as to tell one of the 
Whips that his vote could not be relied 
on on this occasion. However, he had 
gone into the matter very carefully, and 
he believed that there was no danger at 
all. He should vote forthe Government. 
A gentleman in the Indian Civil Service 
told him how recruits were enlisted for 
the Assam tea gardens. They were led 
to believe that they would have good 
wages and an easy time; but when they 
went to Assam, they found that they 
had to sign a contract involving onerous 
conditions of which they had previously 
no idea, That would not be the case 
with the Chinese because a certificate 
would not be granted to the person im- 
porting them unless an officer were fully 
satisfied that they understood the con- 
ditions. He would vote for the Govern- 
ment because he believed that this 
movement need only betemporary, because 
it was urgently necessary, and because if 
they hampered or delayed the Government 
they would be retarding the development 
/of an important part of the British 
Empire. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): I will, with the permission of the 
House, state briefly the reasons for my 
vote, which I am _ indisposed to give 
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silently. In passing, I should like to 
notice the peculiar position in which the 
House finds itself, this week, as contrasted 
with that of last week. Last week we 
were blamed for bringing a question 
before the House which necessarily in- 
volved a vote of want of confidence in 
the Government; now the same position, 
which then we were told was wrong, is 
forced on the House by the action of the 
Colonial Secretary. It was certainly 
understood at the commencement of this 
session that the House was to have what 
is called an independent opportunity of 
discussing this question upon its own 
merits—a question, I venture to say, 
which is one of the gravest which has 
been submitted to the House for a long 
series of years. For some reason or 
other the Government have come to the 
coaclusion that the Party whip must be 
applied in this case, and that to this 
question must be superadded the question 
which we had to discuss last week, as to 
the confidence or want of confidence in 
His Majesty’s present advisers. I am 
not going to argue the question on one 
side or the other. I admit it is a sub- 
ject beset with difficulties, I admit that 
circumstances have arisen over which 
this House certainly has at present no 
control, circumstances, to which I will 
not refer as far as their past history is 
concerned, which confront us with 
serious economical difficulty in South 
Africa. I will not argue whether 
objections or arguments are well or ill- 
founded, I care not whether there can or 
cannot be obtained sutticient labour under 
existing circumstances, I care not whether 
the mines can be carried on at a profit or 
not. I venture to say that in my opinion 
{which is not perhaps worth very much), 
applying myself to the figures and history 
of the case, I do not believe in the asser- 
tion that the mines cannot be carried on 
at a profit unless recourse is had to the 
system now proposed. I think the House 
has to deal with this subject on a higher 
plane than on the question of what, in the 
next twelve months, the profits or the 
losses of the mining industry in South 
Africa may become, with respect to which 
one speaker, before the adjournment, told 
the House that there were hundreds of 
millions of pounds worth of gold avail- 
able in this district. But the question on 
which I am going to ask the House to 
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vote is—Whether they will sanction the 
introduction into one part of the King’s 
dominions of slavery. We have heard a 
good deal in the last two or three years 
of the glories and the successes and the 
wonders of the nineteenth century, but I 
venture to think that Englishmen of 
to-day, and I am quite sure Englishmen 
of the future, will look back upon one act 
of the century as that of which English 
posterity may be for ever proud—the 
legislation under which this House and 
this country resolved, at what was then a 
great pecuniary sacrifice, to wipe out the 
stain and the blot and the crime of slavery 
from the whole British Empire. I think 
this is the first time since the great Act 
of 1833 was passed that we have been 
asked in the British House of Commons 
to sanction a system which is—I will not 
say the first step, but something beyond 
the first step—in the direction of the re-in- 
troduction of slavery in this Empire. I have 
heard arguments used to-night some 
derogatory to the character of the Chinese, 
and some commendatory of the character 
of the Chinese, but I put that on one 
side altogether—whether they are good 
or bad, whether the introduction of a 
people with their habits or vices would 
be a great disadvantage or a great 
advantage to the labour market in South 
Africa. But even if the Ordinance be 
modified by the regulations which the 
Colonial Secretary is to make, whatever 
form those regulations may take, these 
men are bound to be, in the words used, I 
think, by the Chines - Ambassador, goods 
and chattels. I care not whether the 
Chinese possess all the virtues or all 
the vices; they are men, and when 
they have gone into South Africa they 
will be the subjects of the British 
Crown, and under that rule, at all 
events until the present period, we 
have always been taught to believe that 
no slavery could exist, and that, as Lord 
Mansfield said, the very breath of air on 
British soil meant perfect freedom to all 
men. 


We have heard a great deal as to 
what would be done if this were a self- 
governing colony. I submit that that is 
perfectly irrelevant. I think the British 
Parliament is not entitled to allow, and 
would have no moral justification for 
allowing, any colony which called itself a 
British colony to introduce slavery into 
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its midst. The great Ameri an Republic 
was broken up on that ground. There 
you had independent States claiming 
their right to allow slavery, and cer- 
tainly a good deal was to be said in 
favour of their claim from the constitu- 
tioral standpoint. But, although these 
States were in a totally different position 
from any self-governing colony of ours, 
the great American people would not 
allow their independence to protect the 
institution o slavery; and the ultimate 
issue of the grea: war which took place 
in consequence, was the question of the 
existence or non-existence of slavery. 
We have this corresponding duty to all 
parts of our Empire. That is the ground 
on which I shall give my vote. I believe 
that among the very wise sayings of that 
wisest of statesmen and writers, Mr. Burke, 
one of the most pregnant and one which 
ought to be held supreme in this House 
and in the councils of those who guide it, 
was his declaration that— 

-‘Whatever is morally wrong can never be 
politically right.” 

{would put another point before I sit 
down. An hon. Member this even- 
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he believed, after thirteen years of Parlia- 
mentary experience, that this was the most 
momentous debate he had ever heard, and 
one which would probably mark an epoch 
in the relations between the Colonies and 
this country unless the Ordinance was 
revoked. In his judgment the debate 
raised a question of even greater import- 
ance than the question of the Jameson Raid 
or even the costly war which was created 
by the raid. Both the raid and the war 
were the result of wealth, and were the 











consequence of money taking the place of 


fasta seta and commercial pro-consuls 


with German names governing Africa in 
the interest of the Jews. The question 
was whether or not they should again, in 


| the history of the world, have human 
| subjectiveness to money and human degra- 


dation in the interests of wealth, and 
| whether this old country, which had its 
| face towards the light more than any other 
| country on God's earth, should tear up the 
\charter of Wilberforce, and should, in 
ithe interests of the most profitable and 
| most unscrupulously managed of any in- 
| dustry, revive slavery in some of its worst 
forms. When that issue was submitted to 


| the British working man he promised that 
ing encouraged us not to be afraid of | 


the Conservative workman in Livergool, 
what he called the terrors of the Episcopal the Orange workman in Belfast, the 
or the Nonconformist conscience. Well, | Nationalist workman in Dublin, and the 
that hon. Member will find, and the | Tory workman in London would vote on 
Government and the House will find, that | this question without either politics or 





the Episcopal and the Nonconformist con- | 


science constitute together a power in this 
country that cannot be ignored. Wemay 
depend upon it that, if this ill-timed and 
ill-advised measure is allowed to proceed 
with the sanction of the House of Com- 
mons, you will have turned over a new 
page in the history of this country and 
you will see the beginning of an agitation 
which will last for years, until this stain 
is wiped off our Statute-book. Looking 
forward to the future, as well as remem- 
bering the past, I would urge the House 
to put aside all this question of confidence 
or no confidence in the illustrious body 
of men who at present preside over the 
destinies of this country. Never mind 
whether they are the greatest or the wisest 
statesmen who ever lived; never mind 
matters which are mere trifles in com- 
parison with what would be a lasting 


disgrace to the House of Commons and 


the country. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 


that whether the House realised it or not, 


religion influencing their decision, and 
that they would sweep away every man on 
the Benches opposite who, at the instance 
of an unscrupulous gang of foreign capita- 
lists, had made Lord Milner their tool and 
the Government their medium. The 
Ordinatice connoted the corrupt influence 
of those capitalists whom Dr. Johnson 
must have had in his mind when he said 
| that “patriotism was the last refuge of a 
| scoundrel.” It also denoted another mile- 
stone on the Jingo rake’s progress. First 
it was protection, then it was prescription, 
and now it was slavery. He had spent 
his life in helping the poor, the un- 
skilled and the unorganised in his own 








country, and, at the request of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secre- 
tary would give his views on the 
| Ordinance. They had no right what- 
ever, on a subject of such moment, 
to the race, the Empire, and the country, 
to speak from the narrow view of labour 
or the sectional view of trades unionism. 
They should not forget their duties as 
Members of Parliament, who had a right 








95 King’s Speech (Motion {COMMONS} Sor an Address). 96 


to protest against indentured labour and | it. Both organised and unorganised 
against the Chinese slavery which the labour was opposed to it. Who 
Ordinance saie-guarded. He had no! were for it? Ex-Jameson raiders, mine- 
prejudice against the Chinaman. His | owners, and official members of the 
virtues, not his vices, were to be exploited | Legislative Council. What did the 
to his own detriment and to the white Colonial Secretary say about it himself? 
man’s undoing, by men who were not as | He had only one plea, and that was neces- 
virtuous as the Chinaman they sought to | sity which knows no law. He gave them 
use. As to the Chinaman’s morality, it was | a long, ingenious, subtle legal argument, 


comparable to the morality of drunkard | 
Rhodesians from Throgmorton Street, | 
who, on Friday night at the Covent | 
Garden ball, in the presence of Inspector | 
French, displayed more disgusting | 
immorality than he himself had ever seen | 
in Chinatown, San Francisco. He did 
not protest against the Chinaman as a. 
Chinaman, but he protested against | 
10,000 men of any nationality being | 
violently dumped down in the heart of 
any community at the instance of Sir 
George Farrar, M1. Phillips, Mr. Beit, 
and other patriots who sung “God save 
the King” in broken English, and wanted | 
an interpreter for the top notes. Those 
men were to be dumped down in South 
Africa because their cheracter and 
susceptibilities were such that, collec- | 
tively, they could be used to violently 
drag down the standard of life and 
comfort, and incidentally the standard | 
of the morality of the community, into 
which they had been projected. } 


The Colonies were against thisOrdinance. | 
Mr. Deakin, Mr. Seddon, and all white 
Australia were opposed to it. In March, | 
1903, Sir George Farrar’s own miners | 
passed a resolution dead against it. Mr. | 
Mather, to whom the Colonial Secretary | 
had referred as being in favour of the | 
importation of Chinese labour, was) 
present at that meeting and ¢ppealed for | 
fairness for Sir George Farrar, who made | 
a strong and vigorous speech against the | 
importation. If he had changed his | 
views he was not the only one who had | 
done so. Lord Milner, up to 1903, was | 


but that was the only plea it contained, 
and that was the plea with which the 
thief was confronted every day of his life. 
Necessity was that which stood tetween 
all of us, and that declension which 
marked us off from being honest men. 
But our forebears did not allow necessity 
to weigh with them when they gave 
£20,000,000 for emancipation. If only 
hon. Members could see, as he had seen on 
both the East and West Coasts of Africa, 
our gunboats chasing Arab dhows and our 
sailors working their very hearts out in 
pursuit of slave raiders, and with the ob- 
ject of saving human souls, they would 
hesitate to accept the plea of necessity. 
Where was the necessity ¢ There were 120 
gold mining companies, wi. £57,000,000 
of capital, and a value of £174,000,000, 
and in the last few years they had payed 
£20,000,000 in dividends, ranging from 
5 to 187 per cent. Necessity knew no 
law. Greed knew no _ limitation, 
The Colonial Secretary had told them 


‘there were 30,000 natives short, and he 


had insisted, on that ground, that the 
opposition to the proposal should ¢drep. 
The question of submitting the point to 
a referendum had been raised. Well as 
to a referendum, on the question of 
slavery he would not have dictation from 
any colony. He did not care whether 
there was a referendum or not. If there 
were one the mine-owners would manipu- 
late it andit would be corrupt. It would 
be one appealing to greed and to the lowest 
feelings, and the men would be told to 
vote for it because it would be the salva- 
tion of Africa. If they were to have 








against it, and he did not believe that | Chinese labour in South Africa let them 
the late Colonial Secretary could be | have it direct from the Colonial Secretary 
quoted in favour of it. White labour in | and after a long discussion in Parliament. 
South Africa was also against It. Meet- | Who were the Commissioners they were 
ings had been held and petitions adopted | supposed to respect? Four out of the 


against it, and there was a celebrated,  * ae mr 
meeting to which 500 miners were sent | seven of the majority on the Commission 
at 15s. a head to howl down speakers | Were ex-Jameson raiders—men who con- 


who denounced Chinese labour; but fessed to being either liars, forgers, or 
these men in their hearts did not want | conspirators, and he refused to accept 
Mr. John Burns. 
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their dictum. Others were officials of 
the big companies—men who in the pur- 
suit of wealth had resorted to raids, 
rebellion, bribery, and even war in the 
interests of protection and slavery. He 
refused to accept them on any ground. 


But was there any necessity for this ? 
Mr. Birchenough, a gentleman who stood 
well in the councils of the Colonial Office, 
in his report said that during the last few 
years the native recruiting returns had 
been decidedly satisfactory, and January 
and February of this year had been equal 
in production to the best months of 1898. 
There was reason to believe that, before 
another twelve months had passed, things 
would be restored to the high level 
which obtained before the war. Then 
there was Mr. Grant, than whom nobody 
knew more about South Africa. He 
declared before the Commission that the 
effect of the ill-judged reduction of wages 
had been to stop the return of the natives 
to the mines and the difficulty had been 
accentuated by the war, the natives not 
having spent their earnings during the war 
and there being plenty of work in the 
re-erection of farm buildings. Sir Godfrey 
Lagden and other gentlemen of experience 
testified to the same effect, and declared 
that when the natives—many of whom 
earned per day during the war as much 
as six times what our soldiers who were 
fighting our battles, earned—had spent 
their savings they would go back to the 
mines, and matters would readjust them- 
selves. Mr. Grant went further and de- 
clared that some of the shortage of labour 
had been deliberately arranged by themine- 
owners themselves in order to support 
their claim for the importation of Chinese 
labour. Then a question had arisen as 
to the treatment of the Chinese on their 
passage to South Africa. Evidently 
there was feared a repetition of the 
horrors of the Middle Passage, and he 
was anxiously awaiting the letter from 
the Chinese Minister. What did the 
Ordinance seek to do? It proposed to 
do that which was never done in the 
history of slavery in the West Indies. 
This Ordinance was like a bill of lading 
for billets or railway sleepers. The negro 
slave in America was never treated as 
these Chinese were to be treated. He 
‘was not made to live in a compound, part 
prison and part hospital, while a company 
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made huge profits out of him by selling 
him rotten meal and deceased mealies, and 
by subjecting him to loathsome conditions. 
When the American negro had completed 
his day’s task he was free to do as he 
liked, to go to his chapel or to his market 
and to indulge in games, When he was on 
the West Coast of Africa he had some 
experience of Kroomen and Kaffirs and he 
found them honest, loyal, clean, and indus- 
trious. If they occasionally indulged in 
more wives than one, well they only 
followed the example of our impecunious 
peers who married American heiresses 
in order that they might keep them. 
These poor fellows were treated like 
human beings. But the Chinese who 
were to be imported into South Africa 
would not be so treated. These were 
to be bound over for three years instead 
of for six months only, they would be 
kept in a compound and would receive 
probably 8d. or 9d. a day and their 


rations, - 


He ventured to assert that if the 
African natives had been treated pro- 
perly there would have been no short- 
age of labour, The Colonial Secretary 
had quoted Canon Scott Holland’s 
description of labour in South Africa, but 
let them read his articles in the 
Christian Commonwealth and he did not 
think they would find the Canon was in 
favour of compound labour. Of course 
when a Member of the House went to 
Kimberley he was invited to visit the De 
Beer’s compounds, A carriage met him 
at the station, a nice luncheon awaited 
him at the other end. The com- 
pound had been smartened up, boys 
came out in their festive garb, 
but let them only go behind the scenes. 
Everyone knew what these De Beers 
compounds really were ; in spite of what 
credulous high Church parsons and more 
credulous low-grade politicians might say, 
they would find both illness and brutality. 
Look at the alarming death rate. They 
had a series of companies making profits 
varying from 5 to 187 per cent., in 
additzeti to‘a prot: of: from 20 ta: 40: per 
cens. kv the truck: system; and by supply- 
ing rotten meal and diseased mealies. 
‘Last year ‘n Great‘Brotain one. miner per > 
*1,000 was kiHed; ‘and in’ Kiwberley 12 per 
1,000. In the Rand compounds the death- 
rate was.70:per.1,009 andi somo cases 
106 -Why we had nearly hat!.a million 
of British soldiers engaged in the war for 
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34 years, and the death-rate so long as 
the war lasted was only 38 per 1,000. 
Out of 58,250 natives employed there 
were 3,085 deaths in nine months. 
This was the reason natives, Kaffirs, 
Zulus, and Lobengula boys would not 
accept the work, and chief after chief had 
declared their boys should not go to the 
mines to be killed or brutalised as they 
had been. In one case which had been 
quoted there had been 240 deaths among 
only 1,600 boys in 9 months. Remove 
the causes of excessive mortality, treat 
the natives fairly, and their labour would 
return. Of the deaths 48 per cent. were 
caused by bad food, largely consisting of 
condemned Government stores. Look at 
the death rate and the causes of the 
deaths, 12 per cent. were described as from 
scurvy ; why, among the 800,000 British 
. miners he had failed to discover that one 
death had arisen from scurvy. Many 
deaths were due to diarrhoea and similar 
diseases, indeed 48 per cent. might be 
attributed to stinking meat, rotten 
mealies, bad cooking, bad attendance in 
hospital, and the filthy disgusting pur- 
gatives administered to the poor creatures 
continuously one week before they left the 
compounds to return to their native land. 


If the Colonial Secretary wanted to 
stop the shortage of native labour 
he would tell him how to do it. 
The labourers should be given better 
house accommodation, better food, fires 
in their compounds, better ventilated 
quarters, more air space, clean drinking 
water in the mines, and proper sanitation, 
and the sale to them of mealies from con- 
demned Government stores should be 
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stopped. The statement of the Colonial | 
could be maintained. 


Secretary with regard to the whites 
refusing to work with blacks was 
exaggerated. Whites could and ought to 
be increasingly used in South Africa on 
the railways, municipalities, handy work, 
and many other branches of labour now 
performed by natives. Black and white 
men worked together in America; they 
did not tvork in the same companies,, but 
they Worked in different regiments: ‘hey 
worked together on hundreds of ships,. 
gnd they -could he - .nduced :to : work 
tugéther more in South Africa if wages 
were raised.» He had -hiniseli ‘worked 
with black *mién; and the ‘mcre ‘he had 
had to do with them the more he had 
Mr. John Burns. 
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respected them. The reason of the diffi- 
culty about their working together was 
that one section was played off against 
the other to the common discomfiture 
and detriment. If white labour was 
introduced to a greater extent into the 
mines this objection would gradually dis- 
appear. That it was disappearing was 
shown by the fact that whereas before 
the war there were 100,000 natives and 
10,000 white men in the mines, there 
were now 68,000 blacks and 13,000 
whites, a proof that when necessity com- 
pelled the thing could be done. It was 
true that white men who went to South 
Africa were showing «n indifference to 
honest labour. He deprecated the fact, 
but whose fault was it? Modern Im- 
perialism appeared to have only two 
results—to make chronic loafers abroad 
and “little loafers” at home. For 
political purposes it had been%dinned into 
the ears of these men that they were boys 
of the bull-dog breed, that one Briton 
was worth three Frenchmen, nine Kaffirs, 
and fifteen Chinamen, and men who at 
home were content with honest labour at 
reasonable remuneration, were taught 
immediately they went to Imperial South 
Africa to buffet the negro, to hustle him 
off the path into the road, and to look 
upon honest labour as not being the work 
or duty of white men. An Empire 
founded on such conditions could 


not last. An Empire that wished 
to evade labour instead of recog- 
nising its dignity, and to secure 


gold by compound slavery, by the subjec- 
tion of Kaffirs and Chinamen, would be 
incapable of producing that physique and 
moral strength by which Empires alone 


He might be asked what was his 
alternative. Roughly, it was better 
treatment, higher wages, better food, 
better housing, a greater regard for 
tribal customs, and a greater respect for 
inter-tribal habits. It was not right to 
jumble together men from the East Coast 
and mer from Central Africa, or to take 
away their chiefs and deprive them of 
the only comfort they had in life. If it 


“was a question between this slavery and 


the extinguishing of the diamond industry 
his choice was made. His life had been 
based on the model of the Vicar of 
Wakefield ; his tastes were simple because 
his wants were few, and they did not run 





ow 


EE ae Sele lee Oe ee ee 





101 


King’s Speech (Motion {17 Fesruary 1904} for an Address). 102 


to diamonds. Why should they not! re-assertion of liberty, freedom, and 
apply to these companies the same re- independence, and the revival of the 
strictions as to water and gas companies, | anti-slavery enthusiasm which had been 
by which a dividend of more than 10 | one of the greatest glories of this House. 
per cent. was not permitted without the '(“Oh.”] If hon. Members doubted it let 


commodity being proportionately reduced 
in price? If, in the interests of peace 
in South Africa, the owners agreed to 


amalgamate the mines, they would still | 
be able to pay a dividend of from 20 to) 
It was no idle threat to' 


30 per cent. 
say that if this scheme were carried out 
it might mean the loss of South Africa. 
He had a letter from a political opponent 
in his own constituency, a Tory, a 
protectionist, and an ex-Yeoman, in which 
this passage occurred— 

“T can assure you that the introduction of 
Chinese labour will be the first spark to the 


revolutionary powder in Africa. This time, | 


instead of all men taking up arms for Britain 
it will be the other way about. One thing is 
certain, viz., that if the Chinese are landed here 
there is going to be civil war.” 

That was from a man who went out 
to fight for the franchise, for equal rights 


| Parliament be dissolved and the test put 
| to the people. The country would then 
declare that they did not elect the 
Government on a war issue, to become 
the instruments of German Jews, or to 


make Chinamen or negroes slaves. 


*Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I so completely as- 
sociate myself with what has been said 
/more than once as to the tendency of 
speeches to become longer and longer, 
that I can promise the House that I will 
not stand long in the way of the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite who is to reply 
for the Government. I am a time-worn 
advocate of short and strictly-limited 
speeches; and I hope that, except on 
occasions when I could not avoid it, I 
have not usually offended in the other 





for all white men, for justice to the direct; Th 1 on dua 
native races. It was a serious warning of | @/7ecuon. *here are Several Separate an 


what might occur. The people were tiring | Stinet points of view on this subject of 
of South Africa. The Jameson Raid | Chinese labour; and I will at once make 
sickened them of Imperial finance and | ® confession for what it is worth, as to 
financial Imperialism, and they had been the effect of Some of these _Points of 
disillusioned by the war. If Lord Milner, | View. There is the point of view of the 
whose bad temper, lack of humour, and | Mime-owner, who desires to increase his 
lack of sense of proportion made him | profit; the point of view of the share- 
not an ideal free Governor, whose tradi-| holder, who wishes for larger dividends ; 
tions were bad, who had packed his| the point of view of the Pretoria oli- 
office with untrained and inexperienced | garchy or hierarchy, who, having set up 
youngsters, had, in a fit of bad temper, | in a country desolated by war a costly 
confirmed this Ordinance, it was done | and elaborate form of Government, find 
under circumstances which justified | that they cannot get a revenue to support 
the Colonial Secretary in rever.ing his | it except on certain terms. From those 
decision. As a politician he welcomed | points of view, I can well understand 
this issue of slavery or free l.beur in| that there should be a desire for cheap 
South Africa, but as a Briton, 4s one who | labour in the Transvaal, and theconviction 
had been in a small way a steward «f the | that by the importation of Chinese that 
British race amongst the negroes of West | advantage will be obtained. But we are 
Africa, and had tried to teach them that | here not in the interest of the mine- 
to have a white face was to have akindly | owners, nor of the speculators, nor of the 


heart, and to be a Briton was to be a fuir, 
just, and kindly man, he declared that if 
the Government, at the instance ¢f men 
who would profit by it, were to trutalise 
the natives, to send them to premature 
death, to subject them to the horrors of 
the compound equalling the sufferings of 
the Middle Passage, to involve 
Africa in turmoil and dissatisfac ion and 
this country in an electoral fight, there 
- would be but one ending to it, viz., the 


outh | 


| present Government of the Transvaal. 
We are here in the interest 0 this country, 
and in the interest of the community of 
the Transvaal, our new ellow-subjects, 
to whom we stand in the relation of 
trustees. I have looked cre ully through 
the documents presented by the Go ern- 
ment, .nd, whils wishing they hed been 
more complete, they satis!y me that the 
allegation of the scarcitvo native labour 
is not made out. I will nt repeat the 
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arguments so well put forward by the 
hon. Member for Battersea, but I would 
like to quote from a Minute of the Cape 
Ministry of August last. They say— 


“To effect a satisfactory solution of the labour 
question in South Africa what is required above 
all is the exercise of patience, for Ministers are 
firmly convinced that, if the continent south of 
the Equator be explored, sufficient labour is 
available and can be secured, not only for the 
mines, but for other forms of work, if fair wages 
be offered and considerate treatment in the way 
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. of houses and food be accorded.” 


Ihave heard the Colonial Secretary say 
that there has been no protest against the 
Ordinance from the Cape Legislature. 
Here, at any rate, is the formal declara- 
tion of the Cape Ministry, and I find that 
on 4th January, last month, they say that 
nothing had occurred since the Minute 
was drafted to alter their views on the 
subject. 


Then I turn to the other alter- 
native that has been suggested, the 
larger use of white men. Can anyone 
looking into these ‘reports come to the 
conclusion that that alternative has 
been sufficiently tried by experiment ? 
Why, what is it that happens when an 
industry anywhere is passing from the 
stage of cheap labour to better conditions? 
Everywhere what happens is the intro- 
duction of the use of labour-saving 
appliances. And when it is said that 
the introduction of Chinese labour would 


give larger employment to white men, I | 


say that the introduction of labour- 
saVing appliances would equally have 
that effect, because the machinery would 
require to be supervised by white men, 
while the natives did the more unskilled 
part of the work. So long, however, as 
muscular machinery, as they call it, is to 
be had at a cheap rate, no one will trouble 
themselves about labour-saving ap- 
pliances. I would ask the House to carry 
back its mind to what happened, a great 
many years ago now, in this country, 
when Lord Shaftesbury and those who 
acted with him roused the nation on 
the subject of the condition of our 
labouring population in many industries. 
Take the coal mines, what went on in 
those days in that department of 
industry ? There were not only men, but 
women and children working down in the 
mines, girls moving along on all fours, 
in low and narrow galleries, with chains 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 
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round their necks, dragging trucks. 
There were all sorts of horrors of 
that kind going on. When the conscience 
of this country was roused to the fact, 
was anything said about cheap labour, 
or was any proposal made to introduce 
Chinese labour here? No, Sir, Par- 
liament immediately ordered that this 
whole process should be stopped, and 
left the mine-owners — themselves 
to find the remedy. Well, the mine- 
owners did find the remedy; the 
mine-owners, no doubt, had to wait a little 
while for their profits, and they had to 
expend a great deal of money, but in the 
long-run no injury was done either to 
them or to their industry. 


Turning to the question of the 
opinion of the Colony, I wish to protest 
against the idea of treating this Crown _ 
colony as a_ self-governing colony. 
I do not know what that means; 
it has certainly deceived nobody, and 
His Majesty’s Government and Parlia- 
ment are not one whit relieved of their 
responsibility in the matter by such a 
statement. Every one in South Africa 
and here, knows how futile have been the 
steps taken to ascertain the feeling of the 
community. I will not recount such 
circumstances as the compelling of editors 


_of newspapers to resign, and the breaking 


up of meetings, but the truth is that this 
attempt to combine Crown government 
with self-government has led to mine- 
owners’ government. It is astonishing to 
me that right hon. Gentlemen opposite 
have so soon forgotten what my hon. 
friend who has just sat down reminded 
them of, the purpose for which we went 
to war in South Africa—the necessity, as 
we were told, the ardent zeal that was 
professed for self-government. That was 
the plea that was put before the world, 
the necessity of having equal rights for 
all white men as the sole key to content- 
ment and progress, and also the great 
indignation that was expressed at the 
treatment of the Kaffir, of whom we hear 
very little now. In all the interminable 
correspondence that has taken place 
between the Colonial Office and the 
Transvaal Government, there is not a 
solitary reminder that I have seen of the 
existence of the Uitlander. What is the 
main case which the Colonial Secretary 
puts forward, what is it that he puts 
most emphatically before the House? 
I think Iam fairly summing it up in 
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these four propositions. First, that 
Parliament, this country, is threatened 
with a financial crisis in the Transvaal; 
secondly, that we have lent £35,000,000 
to restore the ravages of the war and to 
develop the country; thirdly, that we 
have set up a model, though a costly 
Government; and, lastly, that that 
Government cannot pay its way without 
Chinese labour. That is the contention 
of the right hon. Gentleman, and he holds 
out that threat to us—that threat of 
financial crisis, and loss, and misfortune 
if we do not agree to this proposal. The 
hon. and gallant Member for the Isle of 
Wight pricked the bubble of that argu- 
ment at once, in two or three words; he 
said there is another alternative to your 
proposal, which is to reduce your 
expenditure. We attach as little im- 


‘portance to these predictions of evil as 


we attached last year to the promises of 
oil and wine, milk and honey, gold and 
corn, teeming populations and overflow- 
ing revenue, which came from the same 
After 
the desolation caused by such a war, time 


persons on the same authority. 


is required before progress can be made, 
and in any case, what a sudden reaction 
from the optimistic mood of last year to 
the note of despair to-day! 


We have to think 
of the character of this country, and also 


Our position is clear. 


of the interests of the people of the Trans- 
vaal, who have had no voice in the 
matter. The Transvaal is not a Crown 
colony in the ordinary sense. If I were 
to describe it I should say it was a Crown 
colony in a state of probation for being a 
self-governing colony, and we are asked 
to take advantage of this brief interval 
to mortgage the future of the colony be- 
hind iis back. These new fellow-subjects 


of ours, who have had no voice in this 
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matter, when their novitiate is over, are 
to be started on their career bearing the 
burden which we are now asked to impose 
upon them—a burden such as no other 
self-governing colony in the Empire will 
bear and which no other self-governing 
colony would be willing to accept. I ask 
is that fair to them? Is it fair to us, who 
have this proposal flung at us without any 
opportunity of fully examining the details, 
in the very first days of a session, in- 
volving the most sacred traditions of our 
race and the credit and character of the 
Better, I say, a thousand 
times that we should go on for a time 


country ? 


financing the Transvaal, than that we 
should bow to such a threat and, by so 
doing, commit a great wrong and injure 
our own self-respect and bring upon us 
the opprobrium of the world. 


The only other question I shall ask is : 
What is the hurry in this matter ; why 
are we, to use a modern word, to be so 
hustled ? The information comes dribb- 
ling out day after day, one Blue-book 
or one Parliamentary paper after another 
—this very day a new one—and many 
that we have not: yet received at all. 
But this sort of thing has happened 
before. An hon. Gentleman who made 
a speech a short time ago spoke of 
the resolution that was come to at Bloem- 
fontein. But this question was sprung 
upon that Conference at Bloemfontein 
much in the same way as it is sprung upon 
us; and I observe that Sir Godfrey 
Lagden, surely not a very partial witness, 
Blue-book, that he was 
surprised at Bloemfontein that no facts 


says, in the 


and figures were given to sustain the case. 
It is very much the same with the British 
What, I ask, is the 


urgency? The Government are very fond 


House of Commons. 


of a mandate. They will not do anything 


without a mandate. They will not 
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disclose a policy until they receive a 
mandate. But at the last General Election 
the mandate they received was to'end the 
war and to improve the Army, not to 
introduce slavery ; and I hold that, taking 
two alternatives, if the Transvaal in its 
present position is a self-governing colony, 
its people ought to be consulted, and if it 
is a Crown colony, then the people of this 
country ought to be consulted before we 
conmit ourselves. No more important 
issue could be put before the country, and 
I venture to say that, if the Government 
commit the people of this country to this 
policy, a terrible day of reckoning will 
certainly come to them. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Nobody who knows the right hon. 
Gentleman will accuse him of unduly 
trespassing on the time of the House ; but 
I think all will sympathise with him in 
finding himself in the position of having, 
for the third time in the course of a 
fortnight, to wind up a debate for the 
Opposition on a vote of censure on the 
Government. The first was based on the 
conduct of the Government during the 
war—a debate which began with an im- 
peachment of the right hon, Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham, and ended, 
I venture to say, with an impeachment 
of the Leader of the Opposition, There 
was a large majority against him on that 
occasion. [OPPOSITION laughter]. Perhaps 
hon, Gentlemen opposite will tell me of one 
single occasion in the Parliament when 
they wereinoftice when they hada majority 
of over eighty. On the second occasion 
the majority number of 
events, 


showed a 
Gentlemen who, at all 
agreed upon the policy on which they 
voted, and the minority contained a 
body of sixty or seventy Members who, 
before the division, administered to the 


were 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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right hon. Gentleman the reminder that 
their support was temporary and con- 
ditional. Under these circumstances I 
think we shall all agree that the reappear- 
ance of the right hon. Gentleman upon 
the scene to-night in the same capacity is 
a triumph of hope over experience. And, 
like those who indulge too freely in 
intoxicating liquors, the right hon. Gentle- 
man finds it necessary at each fresh on- 
slaught to double the dose. We began 
this debate in quiet and reasoned 
periods which befitted the Amendment. 
But to-night we have been treated to 
platform oratory in which the leading 
part must be assigned to the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Wolverhamp- 
ton, who delivered a speech which had no 
reference to the Ordinance as it appears 
before us. I suppose the right hon. 
Gentleman will argue next that any com- 
ment which anyone can make upon any- 
body’s public action is to be considered 
the legitimate and official interpretation 
of that public action. With regard to the 
imputation of slavery, let me put to the 
House the actual facts of the case. That 
is the imputation which has been repeated 
over and over again to-night, and which 
will, of course be repeated over and over 
again inthe country. What are the restric- 
tions under which these men are to go to 
South Africa, if they please, and obtain 
labour in the Transvaal which they can- 
not get in their own country? The 
Chinaman is free to make his bargains 
which will be explained to him by men 
competent to interpret the matter 
properly to him before he leaves his own 
country. He is free to come or to stay 
away. He binds himself, not for life, but 
When he 


goes to the Transvaal, he is free to labour ; 


for a period of three years. 


and my right hon. friend will take care 


mE 





ew 
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to make it sufficiently clear, in the regula- 
tions, that if he desires to leave his em- 
ployment he will be allowed to do so, 
subject to the usual proviso, that by his 
work he should pay the expense of his 
voyage. Therefore he will be free to ter” 
minate his employment provided he can 
do so without lossto hisemployers. I am 
going to make, not a comparison, but an 
exact parallel. All this fine language, all 
these heroic terms, have been employed 
with regard to the circumstances under 
which men belonging to one of the most 
intelligent races on the face of the earth 
are to make a bargain to go for three 
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| The conditions under which they enter 
_aré entered into on their part without 
_ any sacrifice of their character or of their 
liberty. 


Mayor SEELY (Isle of Wight) (who 
rose amidst cries of ‘‘ Order” )—Might I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman—{uproar, 
and loud cries of ‘‘ Order’””}—Mr. Speaker, 
might I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
one question ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: As the right hon. 

, Gentleman the Secretary for India has 

given way, I hope the House will listen to 
the hon. and gallant Member. 


years into good employment. Is thereno | 


other class which this House invites to 
make a bargain and places under similar 
restrictions without the imputation of 
slavery? What about every soldier of the 
Crown ? Aliow me to complete the parallel, 
and then, if necessary, I shall stand cor- 
rected. The soldier serves for.three years, 
and the soldier cannot break his engage- 
ment except by making a large payment. 
The indentured labourer in the Transvaal 
will be confined to his barracks in a 
“ Chinese village,” and the soldier is con- 
fined to his barracks, and gets leave, as 
the indentured labourer will, from his 
superior. The indentured labourer has 
his hours laid down for him and so has 
the soldier, without any right of appeal. 
The indentured labourer has his pay and 
his food is supplied to him; so has the 
soldier. The indentured labourer, if he 
breaks compound or deserts, comes under 


a penalty; so does the soldier. Then, 


Sir, are we to be told from that Bench | 


that it is a degradation for the indentured 
labourer to be subjected, under this pro- 
posal, to the same restrictions which are 
denounced as slavery, which apply to 
200,000 men in His Majesty’s service ? 


Masor SEELY: Might I ask, Mr. 
Speaker, the right hon. Gentleman 
whether it is within his knowledge that 
the Government of India have refused to 
permit British Indian subjects to submit 
to the degrading conditions of the Ordi- 

, nance ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: That assumption 
has no foundation whatever in fact. 
Now, I think it will be admitted by those 
who heard the speech of the Colonial 
Secretary that he established, by conclu- 
sive arguments, a strong case for dealing 
at once with this labour question. What 
did he show in his careful review? First, 
that two years after the war, not only 
had the supply of labour not been made 
up, but that there was no prospect of 
arriving at the necessary amount of labour, 
and this applied not merely to the mines 
| but to other cases where native labour 
was required. Another point which he 
established was that white men cannot be 
| induced, if it was even desirable that they 

should be induced, to work side by side, at 

unskilled labour, with the black labourer. 
| The third point he made good was that 
the introduction of Asiatic labour would 
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not interfere with white labour, with 
white wages, or with white morality—. 
while it would greatly advance the 
country at a moment when, as I shall 
show, it is being subjected to exceptional 
strain. I wish to sweep away in one 
word—— 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Hear, hear! 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I am cheered by 
the hon. Member for Donegal who 
made a speech when the House was not 
so full as it is now. I will specially refer 
to one sentence ofthat speech which con- 
stitutes, I think, with other remarks a 
regrettable feature of this debate. I am 
not going to follow the hon. Member into 
the aspersions which he cast on a great 
public servant when he accused Lord 
Milner, not merely of sympathy with, but 
of interest in, those millionaires who are 
making a profit by the mines; nor am I 
going to deplore the expression of the 
hon. Member when he said that my right 
hon. friend the Colonial Secretary was 
the creature of Lord Milner, who in his 
turn was the creature of the millionaires. 


Mr.SWIFTMACNEILL: Hear, hear! 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I do take notice 
of the remark, made by many speakers, 
but especially by the hon. Member for 
the Wansbeck Division, who generally 
speaks in this House with great modera- 
tion as well as ability, that throughout 
the whole of this agitation the Govern- 
ment had been in the hands of financiers 
in Park Lane. That remark in varying 
terms has been repeated six or seven 
times this evening. Iam not going to 
insult my colleagues on this Bench by 


disclaiming for each, individually and 


collectively, any social, political, or finan- 
cial interest in any party who are now 
Mr. Brodick. 
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engaged in business in the Transvaal; 
but I think those. who make such charges 
have little studied the present economic 
position in the Transvaal. If a change 
is needed at the present moment, it is not 
in the interest of the mine-owners or the 
mine shareholders; but it is because 
unless there is a change, and a radical 
change, no man in the colonial or military 
service can possibly have a decent living 
at the present prices in the Transvaal. 
This isnot a subject of debate. [Laughter.] 
It is nota subject of laughter. There are 
men who have refused appointments in 
the Army because they could not make 
both ends meet on the pay in South 
Africa. In these new Colonies food is 
dear, house-rent is enormous, and the 
wages of servants are almost prohibitive. 
At this moment, apart from that, ycu 
have, as the Secretary for the Colonies 
showed last night, a falling revenue and a 
considerable debt. Why is that the 
case? [An Hon. Memper: The war.]} 
It is because you have not got enough 
labour, and you have 

labour to extend the 


agricultural 

not got the 
railways, in which the Transvaal stands 
alone among British Colonies in its 
backwardness at the beginning of the 
twentieth century. It may be asked; 
Why do you provide labour for the mines 
first? The mines pay seven-eighths of 
the entire revenue of the Transvaal; and 
if we are to provide for the other neces- 
sary services, without which the popu- 
lation must remain as backward as before 
the war, we must first set the mining 


industry on a fair level of prosperity, in 
order to obtain that stability of finance 


which is necessary to the complete suc- 
cess of the whole. 


The hon. and learned Member for 
Hawick who spoke a little earlier 
to-night} made a consistent speech, for 
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he has always objected to war. He | Boers to represent them, then in that 





has always misconceived our motives | case no doubt he is not a Boer representa- * 


with regard to the war. He opposed, I 


an unbiassed witness as to the measure | 
now to be taken. He spoke with more | 
than his usual earnestness and, per- | 
haps, less than his usual fairness. | 
I will make that good. He attacked my | 


right hon, friend for the remarks he made | 
last night with regard to General Botha. | 





My right hon, friend stated with regard | 
to General Botha that he could not accept | 
him «#s a witness who represents, as 
General Botha professes to do, Boer feel- 
with regard to this matter. The hon. | 
and learned Gentleman went into an 
argument with regard to the way in 
which the Commission had taken evidence 
and spoke of their having been ‘adepts 
at suppression and distortion,” and 
objected to the refusal to accept General 





Botha as representative of Boer feeling. 
3ut if General Botha disapproved of 
Chinese labour, he also plainly told the 
Commission that what he desired for 
the Kattirs was the enforcement of the 
squatter law, and, by removing them 





| 
believe, the annexation of the Colonies, | 


and therefore he cannot be considered | 





from their locations, the driving of them 
into agricultural pursuits. That is a | 
policy that will not be accepted by the 
House, for General Botha’s opinions are 
not accepted by the Boers. My right | 
hon, friend has handed me a telegram | 
received to-night from Lord Milner | 
giving the following letter from Mr. Van | 
Rensburg, a member of the Transvaal | 
Legislative Council. He is a farmer and 
a Boer representative, 


tive. He is a representative Boer. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: A Dublin 
Castle Boer. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: His letter says— 


“T have seen in the Press that the despatch 
your Excellency has cabled to Mr. Alfred 
Lyttelton contains a letter received from 
General Botha and signed by him on behalf of 
certain gentlemen who claim to represent the 
Boer opinion of the Transvaal on the question 
of Asiatic immigration. I venture also to 
write praying your Excellency to cable to Mr. 
Alfred Lyttelton my protest against the position 


| taken up by General Botha in which he claims 


that he has the right to represent Boer opinion. 
British public opinion has far too long been 
allowed to believe that such is the case. The 
people of England have been told that because 
General Botha refused to take the seat offered 
to him on the Legislative Council therefore the 
Boers are not represented on that Council. I[ 
protest against this doctrine going out to 
the world as a fact. I maintain that Boer 
opinion is adequately represented in the Legis- 
lative Council by five Boer members, of whom 
Iam proud to be one. Each of us would be 
prepared at any time to contest with General 
Botha the representation of any country 
district of the Transvaal with confidence of 
success. ”” 


On behalf of the Government I may 
say that we are not prepared to accept 
General Botha’s proposal that we should 
proceed to coercion of the Kaffirs in 


| order to obtain. sufficient labour. We 


know that there is a great deal of labour 
which might be obtained if it were possible 
to impound all labour; but we know that 
if that labour were obtained there is not 
sufficient labour in South Airica available 
among the Kaffirs to fulfil the needs of 
the Transvaal at the present time. If 
we are to extend the railways, for which 


| this House has so often loudly cheered, if 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN . | ante saecinans danabenps drag etoos 


aay eee, slain’ | we are to provide the Boers themselves 
s he a Boer representative | ; , . 
. | even with the Kaffir labour which they 


*Mr. BRODRICK : I beg pardon. [| had before the war, we require, according 


should say that if the right hon. Gentle- | to some authorities, 60,000, according to 
man means to ask, was he elected by the | others 80,000, or 100,000 more _Kaffir 
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labourers than at present. What is the 
alternative you place before the Govern- 
ment by this proposal? If you defeat 
the Government, which you will not do, 
you on that side of the House, many of 
whom during the war I have heard 
making attacks on the Kaffirs and 
speaking about their position in the 
social scale in language which I will not 
now recapitulate—you will be placing in 
the hands of Kaffirs the whole monopoly 
of labour in South Africa, and by 
doing so you will make the Kaffirs 
the dictators of the pace at which civilisa- 
tion should proceed in that country. 
Do not let it be supposed that by intro- 
ducing other labour you are handicapping 
the whites. You are enabling the whites 
to find subsistence. It is not I who say 
this. The hon. Member for Camberwell 
last night said that shiploads of whites 
were coming away from South Africa, and 
the other day, when 3,000 or 4,000 Kaffirs 
left their work on the railways, 600 or 700 
whites superintending them had imme- 
diately to be dismissed. Nobody has 
spoken more strongly upon that than the 
right hon. Member for Aberdeen. He 
says— 

“ All hard labour, all unskilled labour, is, and 
must be, done by the blacks. The coloured man 
is indispensable to the white man. Heis a 
necessary part of the economic machinery of the 


country, whether for mining or for manufacture, 
for tillage or for ranching.” 
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An entirely false economic parallel has 
been drawn between the objection in 
Australia to the introduction of Chinese 
labour and the objection in South Africa. 
There is no parallel between the two cases 
except this — that both countries are 
British colonies. In Australia it is a 
question of the coolie competing against 
the white man ; in Africa it is a question 
of the yellow man competing against the 
black man. In Australia the experience 
has been of unrestricted permanent 

Mi. Brodrick. 
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Chinese labour, and in Atrica the proposal 
is to have temporary labour under defi- 
nite restrictions. We have heard very 
tall talk with regard tothis labour. The 
Member for Camberwell said that the 
British soldier would tear off his medals 
sooner than see the Chinaman performing 
his religious observances in his own com- 
pound; and we have been told that we 
are establishing a moral pest spot, and a 
moral cancer. Some years 
said that the 

Colonies taxed the Chinaman and that 


ago a 
statesman Australian 
that was protection pure and simple. 
They taxed him not because it was the 
desire of an enlightened race not’ to 
associate with a nation of a less degree 
of enlightenment—not on account of the 
Chinaman’s vices, but because of his 
virtues, because he did more work for 
the money, because he consumed less 
liquor. That is the statement of Mr. 
Gladstone. 
voice of Mr. Gladstone was heard in this 
House, but I think the echo of these 
sentiments will be more powerful to- 


It is ten years since the 


night than some of the utterances to 
which we have listened. We are asked 
to delay this Ordinance. My right hon. 
friend has given some most specific 
pledges as to the regulations, and those 
pledges will be specifically observed. What 
is the Ordinance? The Ordinance is an 
Ordinance of the Transvaal Legislative 
Council which the Council has made and the 
Council can revok by it ; and if hon. 
Members opposite upset the Government 
they the 
subject. When self-government is given 
to the Transvaal, which hon. Gentleman 
opposite regard as an early expedient, 
the colony will itself be able, at any 
moment it pleases, to deal with this Ordin- 
ance. It is hedged about with every re- 
striction which philanthropy can suggest, 
and I think this House would exercise an 


can thems:lves reconsider 








16 


al 


~e 
' 








117 King’s Speech (Motion {17 Fepruary 1904} Sor an Address). 118 


unwise discretion if it placed any difficulty | Member said, I feel, Mr. Speaker, that, 
in the way of the Government to-night. | rather than sit silent on this Bench, I am 
Have we not too often in the past stepped prepared to be suspended from the service 
in here to change that which those on | of this House. 

the spot advised us to do in connection 

with our colonies. This is a time when) *Mr. SPEAKER: I quite understand 
the House should disregard sentimental that the hon. Member feels strongly on 
forebodings which have no foundation, this matter, but, having made his protest, 
which are in fact appeals to prejudice that] hope he will not persist in what would 


may do for the platform, but are too thin | be a breach of the Rules of this House, 
for the House of Commons. The House 


should now express its determination to | 
place the labour question in the Transvaal | 
on such a footing as may tend to the 

civilising of that colony, and so avoid the Mr. CROOKS, again rising amid loud 
difficulties which have been clearly pointed 
out, and the effects of which may be 
clearly foreseen. 


but will acquiesce in those Rules, which 
were made for the benefit of the whole 
House. 


cries of “Order” and some cries of 
‘“‘ Name,” said : I want to be respectful to 
the House, but this is a matter on which 
I feel very strongly. I want to ask you, 
Sir, whether the Government intend by 
moving the closure to make it impossible 
for me to speak. 


Mr. CROOKS rose to continue the 
debate immediately before midnight, and 
was received with eries of “* Order.” 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKkeErs- 
DovuGas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) moved 
that the Question be now put. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The duty is thrown 
on the Chair of accepting or rejecting the 
Motion for the closure after it has been 
proposed. I am sure the hon. Member 

Mr. CROOKS, addressing the Speaker does not wish to show any disrespect to 
amid loud cries of “Order,” said he the Chair. The closure has been moved. 


desired to be heard. 
Mr. CROOKS rose again, but was, as 


before, received with loud cries of 
“Order,” and some cries of “Go on” 
from his supporters. He, however, 


Mr. CROOKS again attempted to quickly resumed his seat. 
speak, beginning with the words “Surely, 
Mr. Speaker,” but the remainder of the 
sentence was lost in cries of ‘“ Order.” 
Speaking in a loud voice, which was The House divided :—Ayes, 330; Noes, 
audible above the clamour, the hon, 172. (Division List No. 3.) 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Question is that 
the Question be now put. 


Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 


AYES. 
Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. | Ambrose, Robert Arrol, Sir William 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Anson, Sir William Reynell Atkinson, Rt. Hon. Jolin 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Arkwright, John Stanhope | Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H 
Allsopp, Hon. George | Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh | Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
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Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
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Boland, John 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
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Brymer, William Ernest 
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Butcher, John George 
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Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
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Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
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Chamberlain, RtHn. J.A(Wore 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman. Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay. (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, Sir T.R(Tower Hamlets 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C. 


King’s Speech (Motion 


{COMMONS} 


| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 

| Dixon- Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 
| Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. | 
| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duffy, William J. 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir W. Hart 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) | 


Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Farrell, James Patrick 

Field, William 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. H. (Warwick, S.W. 
Fyler, John Arthur 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Gilhooly, James 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon,Hn. J.E. (Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj. E. (T’r Hamlets 
Gore, Hn.G. R. C. Orms.-(Salop 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henty Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirE.W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry, 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald f 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton,RtHnLord G(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley) 


Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. | 


Heaton, John Heniker 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A.(Stafford,W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse,RtHn H.(Somers’t,E 


Hope, J.F (Sheffield, Brightside 


Horner, Frederick William 
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| Hoult, Joseph 

| Houston, Robert Paterson 

| Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
| Hunt, Rowland 

| Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustance 

| Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 

| Joyce, Michael 

| Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir John H 

Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 

Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 

| Kerr, John 

| Keswick, William 

| Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

| Laurie, Lieut.-General 

| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow } 
Lawrence, Sir J. (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 

| Lawson, John G. (Yorks., N.R.) 

| Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’uth 
Lundon, W. 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Maconochie, A. W. 


.. MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Hugh, Patrick, A. 
M‘Kean, John 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Malcolm, Ian 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
| Martin, Richard Biddulph 
| Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
| Maxwell,RtHnSir H.E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfriessh- 
| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
| Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
| Morrell, George Herbert 
| Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
| Murphy, John 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 4 
| Hurray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
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Nicholson, William Graham 


King’s Speech (Motion 


{17 Fesroary 1904} 
Ridley, Hn. M.W.(Stalybridge) 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Ridley, 8. Forde (BethnalGreen 


O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

0’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) | 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Rob. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl | 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson | 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Heary 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth, C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 





Crooks, William 


{ Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 


Roche, John 


| Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 


| Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson, RtHn. Col.Edw. J 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C.(North’mb.Tynesid 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon, W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf’dUniv. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 


NOES. 


Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice,Capt E.C(S.Andrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hn. SirtE. (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Hardie, J. Keir (Merthyr Tydv. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
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Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Vincent, Col.Sir C.E.H(Sheff’d 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col.A.C.E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E.( Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE Ayrs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutchinson, D. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


Kearley, Hudson, E. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W 
Llayland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

MacDonnell, Dr, Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
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M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Ren 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt.Hn. John (Montrose 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Co. John P. (Galway, N 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 








Question put accordingly, 
words be there added.” 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer , 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 





King’s Speech (Motion 


{COMMONS} 


Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Maj. J.E.B(Isleof Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer,Rt.Hn. C.R(Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 


| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Strachey, Sir Edward 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (Kork, W. RB.) 
Tillet, Louis John 


* That those 
281. 


AYES. 


Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 


Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice,Capt E.C(SAndrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 


Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F.} 
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} Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trekelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, §S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk,Mid. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wood, James 

Woodhouse, Sir J.T(Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE Noxgs—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
William M‘Arthur. 





The House divided :—Ayes .230; Noes 
(Division List No. 4.) 


Fuller, J. M. F. 
| Gilhooly, James 
| Goddard, Daniel Ford 
| Grant, Corrie 
| Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) 
| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
| Hain, Edward 
Hammond, John 
| Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
| Hardie, J. Keir (M’rth’r T’dvil) 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


| Harwood, George 

| Hayden, John Patrick 

| Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
| Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 

| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
| Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol,E.) 
| Holland, Sir William Henry 

| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Jacoby, James Altred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
| Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E.j 
Kilbride, Denis 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 





Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 





— 
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Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


King’s Speech (Motion 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) ' 


M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick, A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield,. Horace Rendall 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. Jn. (Montrose) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. John P. (Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt.Hn.Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Mich. Hicks 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 


- Power, Patrick Joseph 


_ Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 





Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
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O’Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pirie, Duncan VY. 


Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M 


Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs). 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Maj.J.E. B(Isle of Wight) | 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 





Sloan, Thomas Henry 

NOES. 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, T.Gibson(King’s Lynn | 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh. )| 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 


Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A(Glasgow | 
Cam pbell,J.H.M.( Dublin Univ. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A(Worc 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


for an Address) 1% 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer,Rt. Hn.C.R( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal . 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.} 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tillet, Louis John 

Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk,Mid. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wood, James 

Woodhouse,Sir J.T(Hudd’rsf'd 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Mr. 


Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
William M‘Arthur. 


Colomb, Sir Jn. Charles Ready 


, Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 


| Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


Cripps, Charles Alfred 

| Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


' Cust, Henry John C. 
| Dalkeith, Earl of 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


| Davenport, W. Bromley 


Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dewar, Sir T.R(Tower Haml’ts 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C 


| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 

| Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

| Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 


| Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
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Faber, George Denis (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 

Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Fyler, John Arthur 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J.(Londonderry,South 
Gordon, Maj. E. (T’r Hamlets 
Gore, Hn.G.R.C.Orms.-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. S. F. Ormsby-( Linc.) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir E.W(B’rySEdm’nds | 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W.*Raymond (Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton,RtHn LordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton,Marq.of (L’donderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, Jas. (Staffords., N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
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Knowles, Sir Lees | Roberts, Jamuel (Sheffield) 
Laurie, Lieut.-General | Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monmouth) | Round, Rt. Hon. James 


: Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Lawson, John G. (Yorks., N.R. | Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 


’ Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
' Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


' Llewellyn, Evan Henry 


Lockwood, Lient.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8S.) | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. | 
Maxwell,RtHn.Sir H.E(Wigt’n | 
Maxwell, W. J. H.(Dumfriessh. | 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton | 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G 


Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) | 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 


, Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Myers, William Henry 


| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos.$Myles 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn. Col. Edw. ) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 


| Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 


| Smith,H.C(North’mb Tyneside 


Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur @rmskirk 


| Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 


Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henzy 


| Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chicheter) 


Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf’d Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuft, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


| Vincent,Col.Sir C.E.H(Sheff’ld 


Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 


| Walrond,Rt. Hn.Sir WilliamH. 
| Wanklyn, James Leslie 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col.A.C.E(Taunton 





Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford,W. | Newdegate, Francis A. N. | Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. | Nicholson, William Graham | Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Hickman, Sir Alfred O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnjLloyd 
Hoare, Sir Samuel Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) | Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Hobhouse,RtHn H(Somers’t,E | Parker, Sir Gilbert | Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Hope, J.F. (Sheffield, Brightsde | Peel, Hn. Wm.RobertWellesley | Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Horner, Frederick William | Percy, Earl | Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Hoult, Joseph | Pierpoint, Robert | Wilson, A. Stanley (Yorks, E.R 
Houston, Robert Paterson | Pilkington, Colonel Richard | Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil | Platt-Higgins, Frederick | Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks. ) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth Plummer, Walter R. | Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Hunt, Rowland Powell, Sir Francis Sharp | Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N. R.) | Pretyman, Ernest George Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace | Purvis, Robert Wylie, Alexander 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. | Pym, C. Guy Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | Randles, John S. Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir John H | Rankin, Sir James | Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. Denbigh) | Ratcliff, R. F. 

Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop , Reid, James (Greenock) 
Kerr, John _ Remnant, James Farquharson 
Keswick, William | Ridley, Hn. M.W.(Stalybridge) 
Kimber, Henry | Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green 


Main Question again proposed. 
And, it being after Midnight, the 
debate stood adjourned. 


| TELLERS FoR THE Nogs—Sir 
Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Debate to be resumed To-morrow. ° 


Adjourned at half after Twelve 
o’clock. 
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Returns, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tharsday, 18th February, 1904. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House tliat the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 
Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric 
Power [H.L.]; Leicestershire and War- 
wickshire Electric Power [H.L.] ; Liverpool 
and London and Globe Insurance Com- 
pany [H.1..] ; London, Chatham, and Dover 
Railway |H.L.]; Metropolitan District 
Railway [H.L.]; Metropolitan Railway 
[H.L.]; Trafford Park Dock and Railway 
H.L.|; Victoria University of Yorkshire 
H.L.|; West Metropolitan Railway (Aban- 

onment) [H.L.]; West Metropolitan 
Railway (Extension of Time) | H.L. |; Elysée 
Palace Hotel Company “ty 


Also the Certificate that no further 
Standing Orders are applicable to the 
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following Bill :—Preston, Chorley, aud 
Horwich Tramways [H.L. } 


And also the Certificate that the Stand- | 
ing Orders applicable to the following | 
Bill havé been complied with :—-Mid- | 
Cheshire Tramways. | 


And also the Certificates that the | 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- | 
ing Bills have not been complied with :-— | 
Middlesborough, Stockton-on-Tees, and | 
Thorley Tramways ; London United Tram- | 
ways; London United Tramways (Rail- | 
ways). The same were ordered to lie on | 
the Table. 


London County Council (Tramways and | 
Improvements) Bill ; Rotherham Corpora- | 
tion Bill ; Trafford Park Dock and Railway | 


Bill [u.1.]; Middlesborough, Stockton-on- | 
Tees, and Thorley Tramways Bill ; London | 


| 


United Tramways Bill; London United | 


Tramways (Railways) Bill. Examiners’ | 
Certificates of non-compliance with the 
Standing Orders referred to the Standing 
Orders Gommistes on Thursday next. 


Govan Burgh Electricity Bill [H.L.]. 
Presented, and read 1*. 


Bristol Tramways (Extensions) Bill 
[H.L.]. Presented ; read 1*; and referred 
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York Town and Blackwater Gas Bill 
H.L.] ; Weston-super-Mare. Grand Pi:r 
ill ree ; Matlock and District Gas Bill 

yas ; Portmadoc, Beddgelert, and South 
nowdon Railway Bill [H.L.]; Great 
Western Railway Bill ofl, Read 2*. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NAVY ESTIMATES. 
Estimates for the year 1904-1905 ; 
with explanation of differences. 
Explanatory statement by First Lord 
of the Admiralty. 


AFRICA, No. 2 (1904). 
Report on the trade and commerce of 


the Somaliland Protectorate, for the ycar 
1902-1903. 


COMMERCIAL, No. 1 (1904), 


Reports on tariff wars between certain 
European States. 


MUSICAL COPYRIGHT COMMITTEE. 

Report of the Committee appointed by 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department to inquire into the question 
of musical copyright; with separate 
report by Mr. J. Caldwell, M.P., and 
minutes of evidence. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION 
(PROCEEDINGS). 
Return for the month of December, 
1903. Presented (by Command), and 
ordered to lie on the Table, 


DUCHY OF LANCASTER. 
Account of the receipts and disburse- 
ments of the Duchy of Lancaster in the 
year ended 21st December, 1903; also, a 
separate account of the capital of the said 
Duchy to the same date. 


INEBRIATES’ ACT, 1898. 
Regulations for the management of 
State inebriate reformatories in Ireland. 


NATIONAL DEBT. 

I, (Military Savings Banks)—Account 
of gross amount of all moneys received 
and paid by the Commissioners for the 
Reduction of the National Debt on 
account of “The Fund for Military 
Savings Banks,” 


II, (Savings Banks and Friendly 
Societies)—Account of the gross amount 
of all sums received and paid by the 
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Commissioners for the Reduction of the 
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National Debt on account of banks for 
savings and friendly societies in Great 
Britain and Ireland, from their com- 
mencement at 6th August, 1817, to 20th 
November, 1903, inclusive. 


Account of the several transactions 


which have taken place, during the year 
ended 20th November, 1903, in the in- 


vestment of all moneys which came into | 


the hands of the Commissioners for the 
Reduction of the National Debt for 
savings banks and friendly societies. 

Account showing the aggregate amount 
of the liabilities of the Government to the 
trustees of savings banks and friendly 
societies respectively on 20th November, 
1903, &c. ‘ 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordercd to lie on the Table. 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION. 


The Lords following, viz. :— 
E. Chesterfield L. Balfour 
E. Waldegrave L. Ribblesdale. 
V. Churchill 
with the Chairman of Committees, were 
appointed a Committee to select and 
ropose to the House the names of the 
Five Lords to form a Select Committee 
for the consideration of each opposed 
Private Bill. 
STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 
Appointed : The Lords following, with 
the cst of Committees, were named 
of the Committee : 
M. Salisbury. 
(L. Privy Seal) 
D. Bedford. yngworth. 
D. Marlborough. __L. Barnard, 
D. Northumberland L. Balfour. 


V. Churchill. 
L. Zouche of Har- 
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M. Lansdowne. L. Boyle. 

E. Derby. (E. Cork and Orrery.) 
E. Denbigh. L. Ribblesdale. 

E. Chesterfield. L. Colchester. 

E. Jersey. L. Poltimore. 

E. Lauderdale. L. Kintore. 

E. Waldegrave. (Z£. Kintore.) 

E. Cadogan. L. Belper. 

E. Howe. * L. Brougham and 
E. Amherst. Vaux. 

E. Camperdown. LL. Fermanagh. 

E. Dartrey. (E. Erne.) 

E. Lytton. L. Lamington, 

E. Carrington. L. Herries.j 

E. Crewe. L. Monkswell, 

V. Sidmouth. L, Newton, 

V. Knutsford. L, Welby. 

V. Ridley. L, Ludlow, 
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|All petitions relating to the Standing 
Orders which shall be presented during 
| the present session referred to the Com- 
| mittee unless otherwise ordered, 


Polling Districts (County Councils) 
Bill [H.L.]—(The Lord Ribblesdale), 


Polling Arrangements (Parliamentary 
Boroughs) Bill [H.L.]—(The Lord Ribbles- 
dale), Order of the Day for the Secon® 
| Reading, read, and discharged. 


FISCAL POLICY. 


Tue Eart or CREWE, in pursuance of 
Notice, rose ‘‘to ask His Majesty's Govern- 
ment what steps they propose totake to 

_ give effect to the policy of ‘negotiation 
and retaliation’ announced by the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs on 
2nd February; and to move that no duty 
upon imports into the United Kingdom 
from foreign countries, or from British 
colonies and dependencies, should be 
imposed, modified, or removed without 
the formal consent of Parliament to each 
such proposal.” He said: My Lords, it 

often happens in the progress of the 
business of your Lordships’ House, 
that Questions are put and Motions 
made rather with a view to exciting dis- 
cussion than of obtaining information,. 
and I have seen it stated that on this 
| occasion our object in bringing forward 
this subject is not so much to obtain 
information as to start a debate. It 
seems to be assumed that our demand 
for information is not a genuine one, and 

‘that our ignorance of the intentions of 
| His Majesty’s Government is comparable 
to that which is sometimes announced by 
learned Judges on the bench who, for an 
| object which I have never been able to 
understand, sometimes profess to be un- 
| acquainted with the most elementary and 
notorious facts of ordinary life. But I 
can assure your Lordships that with us 
that is not the case. We are genuinely 
| desirous of obtaining information from 
| His Majesty’s Government on a subject 
which we consider to be of the first im- 
portance, and upon which, in spite of a 
long political campaign during the recess, 
and in spite of a brilliant though rather 
one sided debate in another place lasting 
‘upwards of a full week, the intentions « f 
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His Majesty’s Government are still toa 
great extent undeclared and obscure. 


I propose mainly—almost entirely —to 
deal with what are known asthe Govern- 
ment proposals for retaliation and 
negotiation. At the same time, it is so 
uncertain whether those proposals are in 
fact to be taken as standing alone, or 
whether they are to be taken in 
connection with the wider pro- 
posals of Mr. Chamberlain, that I 
cannot affect to be surprised if in the 
course of the debate other noble Lords— 
particularly those who left the Govern- 
ment on account of those very proposals 
of Mr. Chamberlain—allow the dis- 
cussion to range over a somewhat wider 
field. It is perfectly true that at this 
moment Mr. Chamberlain’s proposals are 
less in evidence than they were in the 
autumn months. Their distinguished 
author has gone abroad in search of a 
well-earned holiday, after the fatigues of 
a campaign which, though we cannot 
regard it with sympathy, we regard at 
any rate with admiration for the combative 
energy which sustained it. Itis also true 
that during the debate in another place 
there was not much outside defence, if I 
may use the phrase, of those proposals of 
Mr. Chamberlain. It is also true that 
when a by-election takes place, and the 
travelling mountebanks of the Tariff 
Reform League swoop down upon the 
constituency, the distracted Government 
candidate offers them, so to speak, 6d. to 
go and perform in the next street. But, 
after all, Mr. Chamberlain will return, as 
we hope, restored in health after his foreign 
tour; and so long as the Parliamentary 
candidates who adopt Mr. Chamberlain’s 
programme in its entirety receive, as they 
have been receiving, the special benediction 
of the Prime Minister and of His 
Majesty’s Government, and so long as 
among the few voices raised on behalf of 
Mr. Chamberlain’s policy in the debate in 
another place, there are voices which 
come from the Treasury Bench, and, 
above and beyond all, so long as the 
finances of the country are committed to 
a gentleman whom we all respect, but 
who has adopted in their entirety the 
proposals of his distinguished father—so 
long as that condition of things exists, we 
certainly shall maintain that any public 
dissociation of the Government policy 
from the policy of Mr. Chamberlain is 
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temporary. I remember some years ago 
I took part in an inquiry, in the course 
of which it appeared that certain great 
companies were obliged by Statute, when 
asked by those who dealt with them, to 
supply certain information. It also 
appeared that when that information was 
given it bore very little reference to the 
actual facts of the case. We asked the 
learned counsel who appeared for the 
companies how this could be explained, 
and he informed us that the reply of the 
companies was what was known as a 
technical reply. This is an agreeable 
phrase which I propose to adopt on this 
occasion, and I say that any statement 
of the Government with reference to their 
dissociation from Mr. Chamberlain’s pro- 
posals can only be regarded as being of a 
merely technical character. 


I do not propose in the remarks I have 
to make to your Lordships to touch— 
except possibly by way of illustration— 
upon the question of colonial preference, 
of a food tax, or of a general tariff. I 
proposé to confine my observations to the 
question of retaliation, which is understood 
to be in some form or other the policy of 
His Majesty’s Government. Retaliation 
may be a very great matter or it 
may be a very small matter, and our 
object in initiating this debate is 
to discover whether the Government 
mean it to be large or small. So far as 
could be gathered from the remarks of 
Mr. Balfour during the recess, I should 
certainly have concluded that he regarded 
itas a great matter. At Sheffield, on 
Ist October, among some statements 
which were not over clear, Mr. Balfour 
made one very clear statement. He put 
it in the form of a question and answer, 
which seems to have been adapted from 
the service for the Ordination of Priests 
and Deacons in the Church of England. 
He imagined himself to be addressed by 
some hierarch of protection, such for ex- 
ample as Mr. Henry Chaplin, who may be 
held, I think, to possess the apostolical suc- 
cession from Lord George Bentinck, both 
as a protectionist and in other and more 
cheerful fields of enterprise. Mr. Balfour 
supposed himself to be asked, “Do you 
desire to alter fundamentally the fiscal 
tradition which has prevailed during the 
last two generations?” The answer is, 
“Tdo.” From that it is necessary to 
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that time, regarded this policy of retalia- 
tion as a sort of “‘ wayside inn” at which 
he and his Party could pause on their way 
to the goal represented by the larger pro- 
posals of Mr. Chamberlain. It is hardly 
possible, I think, that Mr. Balfour when 
he made that statement merely meant 
that at some time or other—he had 
not settled when—he would bring in some 
proposal—he had not settled what—for 
dealing with tariffs in some country—he 
had not settled where. Therefore, subject 
to any attentuation of his views which 
Mr. Balfour may have made in later 
speeches—and I do not think he did 
attenuate them greatly—we must regard 
him as being one of the extreme school 
of retaliationists. 

There is no doubt an entirely different 
point of view from which this question of 
retaliation can be approached. There 
are some undoubted free-traders, who 
thoroughly believe in the principles of 
free trade, but who conceive that occa- 
sions may arise when retaliation might 
usefully be applied in our dealings with 
foreign countries. Among those, I suppose, 
must be ranked the noble Duke opposite. 
It was at Liverpool, I think, that the 
noble Duke expressed an opinion in 
favour of retaliation, largely on the 
ground that the adoption of that doctrine 
would interfere with Mr. Chamberlain’s 
preferential proposals, and his proposals 
for a general tariff. It is no doubt the 
case that if retaliation were adopted, Mr. 
Chamberlain’s scheme as announced at 
Glasgow could not be taken up in its 
entirety. If you introduce retaliatory 
duties which are to be taken off when the 
desired concession is made by the foreign 
power, you clearly cannot have a complete 
scheme of colonial preference. But, on 
the other hand, it certainly seems to me 
that there would not be very much diffi- 
culty in combining a retaliatory scheme 
with Mr. Chamberlain’s proposals, What 
I suppose he would do would be to in- 
stitute three tariffs. IfI might illustrate 
what I mean, I would doso by suggesting 
ah analogy, which is nota perfect one, but 
which I think has a bearing on the case 
as between these possible tariffs. What is 
done by railway companies in fixing their 
rates? Railway companies can fix their 
rates in three different ways. They may 
fix an ordinary competitive rate; they 
may fix a specially low rate for special 

The Earl of Crewe. 
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classes of goods ; and, where they possess 
enough of a monopoly to do it, they may 
fix as high a rate as the traffic will bear. 
In a similar way I conceive that Mr. 
Chamberlain would fix three tariffs. He. 
would have a special tariff—or no tariff 
at all as it might be in this case—in 
favour of the Colonies. He would have 
an ordinary tariff applicable to foreign 
countries in general ; and he would have 
a specially high tariff which could be put 
on at will by way of retaliation. Con- 
sequently, although no doubt the adoption 
of retaliation would in some degree com- 
plicate Mr. Chamberlain’s scheme, it 
would not, I think, in any way make it 
impracticable ; and I am afraid the noble 
Duke has been somewhat over sanguine 
in believing that the adoption of retalia- 
tion, as a principle by Parliament, would 
seriously interfere with the progress of 
Mr. Chamberlain’s proposals. 
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Now it is assumed by some that, after 
all, you may threaten a duty without 
ever having to impose it. Free-traders 
are to address foreign countries in the 
well-known phrase which was applied 


to the French revolutionary: Soyons 
JSreres, ou je tassomme. ‘Swear fiscal 
brotherhood, or in the name of Mr. 


Cobden I shall break your head with a 
tariff.” Of course, if it were likely to be 
the case that a duty would never really 
have to be imposed, I suppose that 
nobedy, however orthodox a free trader 
he might be, would object to threatening 
to impose it. The Society of Friends 
object to war, but I do not know that 
any Quaker, however strict, would object 
to threaten war if he was absolutely 
guaranteed that war would never take 
place. After all, that is only a policy of 
which we have heard lately in another 
connection, it is the policy of bluff. It 
may succeed once, it may succeed twice. 
It might be possible to pick out an in- 
stance in which sooner than engage in a 
tariff contest with this country, some 
foreign country would consent to reduce 
its own tariff. But the mere fact of that 
having happened once would make it less 
likely to happen another time. You 
would be tempted on and urged by 
traders interested insome other commodity 
to engage in a contest and make the same 
threat in an article where your case was 
not quite so strong. Then at last the 
time would come when the tax would 
have to be imposed, and I confess that it 
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seems to me absurd and unreal to attempt 
to argue this question on any other basis 
than that of having under certain circum- 
stances to impose a tax upon foreign 
commodities. But then it is argued that 
although your duty may have to be put 
on you can take it off whenever you like. 
The duty is, so to speak, to be placed in a 
compound like a Chinese: labourer at 
Johannesburg, and when its work is done, 
like that unhappy Oriental, it is to be 
i in a coffin and shipped off again. 
do not know, my Lords, whether you 
will succeed in keeping the Chinamen in 
the compound, but I am perfectly certain 
that you will never succeed in keeping 
these duties inside a compound. Those 
who believe that the duty can be put on 
and taken off at will seem to me to forget 
that, although your intention may not be 
protective, yet the effect of the duty is 
protective, and you will very likely have 
the most powerful trade interests doing 
their utmost in and out of Pariiament 
to prevent a duty which is bringing 
them wealth from kteing taken off, an 


that they will be able to point out with | 
considerable force that on the faith of that | 


duty they have enlarged their trade opera- 
tions and invested large sums of capital. 


But there is another consideration in 
this connection which I have not seen 
pressed, but which seems to me to be 
important. The noble Marquess opposite, 
in a phrase which I am afraid he must be 
getting tired of hearing, alluded to a 
revolver. It seems to me that his weapon is 
not going to be a revolver with which you 
can shoot at sight; it is to be a duelling 
pistol which has to be used with all 
the punctilio and delay of a duel. You 
cannot say to a foreign country, “‘ Unless 
you reduce the duties on certain of my 
commodities I shall begin to tax your 
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engaged in the trade—worked day and 
night pouring woollen goods into Germany 
with the result that it was between two 
and three years before the German woollen 
manufacturers derived the slightest bene- 
fit from their high tariff. I can give 
another case much more recent and 
nearer home. I noticed the other day that 
a meeting was held on i6th, December 
of a great firm of sugar refiners, of 
London and Liverpool, namely,Crosfields, 
Ltd. In the course of his statement, the 
chairman attributed the depression in 
the sugar trade to the fact that continental 
| nations had a large stock of bounty-fed 
sugar on hand, which they had unloaded 
'on the English market, and that con- 
-sequently the anticipated rise in the 
price of sugar had not taken place. It 
stands to reason, therefore, that if you 
take your duty off very hurriedly whe. 
a concession is made, you may be doing 
| infinitely more harm to the trade which 
you wish to protect than if you had 
never entered into negotiations at all. 





This leads me to ask whether it is the 
intention of His Majesty’s Government 
| that retaliatory duties should be strictly 
| of a reciprocal character, or whether they 
intend to use one article as a lever for 
| getting a duty taken off another article. 
| That is to say, if you wish to have the 
'duty on English iron reduced, do you 
propose to tax only German iron, or to 
threaten to tax German iron, or are you 
prepared to tax German toys, or some 
other German article of manufacture, in 
order to get the duty on English iro. 
reduced? Upon the answer to that 
question depends to some extent the 
| point I have just raised as to the effect 
| upon the English market, and the delay 
which must necessarily take place before 





commodities the day after to-morrow.” | @ny duty is actually brought into 
Out of ordinary international courtesy | °Pperation. 


you must give some fair notice of your; My Lords, the practical difficulties in 
intention. During the period of that | the way of placing the fiscal policy of this 
notice, what happens? The goods of the | country on a retaliatory basis are surely 
foreign country are poured into this! yery great indeed. It is argued that it 
country, with the result that it issome must necessarily help, in making a com- 
considerable time before your duty begins | mercial treaty with a foreign Power, to 
to have any effect at all. That happened | have this weapon at hand. As an abstract 
in Germany, in 1879, when Prince | proposition that is no doubt true. You will 
Bismarck first imposed high tariffs on | find it admitted in the text books of the 
foreign goods. At that time the mills of | straitest sect of political economists. 
Bradford and the West Riding of York- | But I do not know that the mere state- 
shire—so I have been told by gentlemen | ment of that fact is any great help to the 
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argument. It no doubt would be true 
that, if instead of having four or five 
Army Corps on our home establishment, we 
had fourteen or fifteen, we might, when 
engaging in certain international dis- 
cussions, carry greater weight than we do 
in the councils of Europe: but the 
objections to having fourteen or fifteen 
Army Corps may be so great as to outweigh 
any conceivable advantages that could be 
gained. Similarly with regard to this 
retaliatory power. It surely is a remark- 
able fact that, asa matter of actual ex- 
perience, other countries who have the 
power of putting on duties do not find 
that in consequence other nations are 
willing to lower their duties against them. 
That is a matter of experience. It is ex- 
ceedingly difficult, I think, to find any 
instance whatever to the contrary, and, so 
long as that fact remains, it appears to me 
to outweigh any amount of theory on the 
subject. The reason of that I take to be 
this—and)it is a fact which must prevent 
us, as it seems to me, from ever deriving 
ally great advantage from retaliatory 
duties—that in the minds of foreign 
Powers whose avowed policy is protection 
it is a matter of much less importance 
to lower duties against themselves than to 
foster their own manufactures at home. 
Their object is to develop those manu- 
factures, and consequently they would 
sooner run the risk of losing a certain 
portion of our trade than weaken or 
destroy their own maufactures at home 
—artificial manufactures set up under 
protection—by lowering their duties to 
any serious extent in our favour. 


Then, my Lords, there is another point. 
It seems to me that, compared with the 
Constitution of other countries, our Con- 
stitution is curiously unsuited to deal with 
these matters. All of us in this House 
have heard the late Lord Salisbury state 
his opinion that in certain international 
negotiations, particularly where there was 
any prospect of going to war, our habit 
of free Parliamentary discussion and—l 
do not know whether he added, but he 
might have added—our unmuzzled Press, 
places us at some disadvantage as com- 
pared with foreign countries living under 
a different Constitution. That surely 
applies very strongly indeed to this 
question of retaliation. At any rate, if it 
happened, that in answer to a duty of ours 
some retaliatory duties were imposed by 


The Earl of Crewe. 


{LORDS} 
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a foreign Power which seriously hampered 
or injured some industry of-our own, the 
outcry in the Press and pressure in Parlia- 
ment might be so strong that it would be 
impossible for the Government of theday to 
maintain their position. In some countries 
on the continent of Europe that cannot 
happen. In the country against which I 
suppose retaliation is most aimed— 
Germany—the conditions are very differ- 
ent indeed. The Government there does 
not change. Pressure can be placed on 
the Government only by whole classes of 
the people, such, for instance, as the 
Agrarian party. With us, where a 
Government have not a large raajority, it 
might easily happen that the votes de- 
pendent upon some particular industry 
would become so formidable to the 
Government of the day, that they would 
be compelled to relax the pressure which, 
for the mere purpose of negotiation with 
a foreign country, they would wish to 
maintain. 


140 


Then I come to a point which seems to 
me of the first importance, viz., what is, 
and what is going to be, the attitude of 
the agricultural community towards these 
proposals of His Majesty’s Government f 
I have here a quotation, merely a typicah 
one, from a meeting of the Farmers’ Club, 
held on Ist February. It is a typical 
but an interesting one, because such 
gentlemen as Mr. Martin Sutton and Mr. 
Clare Sewell Read were present, men 
whose names are household words in the 
agricultural world. At this meeting a 
gentleman read a paper, in the course of 
which he said that— 


“Mr. Balfour’s policy of retaliation, in the 
resent condition of the industry, would be the 
ast straw required for breaking the camel’s 
back. A duty on American machinery, so 
much used on lighter soils, must raise the price 
to the farmer, and home-made machinery would 
he more expensive, as the restoration of the 
manufacturing interests would tend to raise- 
wages by absorbing the labour supply. The 
Government policy of retaliation should, there- 
fore, be opposed by every farmer and land- 
owner, not only in his own interest, but in the 
interests of the nation at large. Mr. Chamber- 
lain’s policy showed a wider grasp of the 
situation.” 


Then he went on to explain that the 
one blot on Mr. Chamberlain’s proposa 
was that it did not include some duties: 
on colonial produce. In the course of 
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the discussion Mr. Clare Sewell Read 
said that— 


“Mr. Balfour was on the right track if he 
would go far enough.” 


Of course, we all know what the agri- 
cultural community think of these 
proposals. They are to some extent 
attracted by the proposals of Mr. 
Chamberlain, but they are absolutely 
repelled by those of the Government. I 
should like to find any noble Lord on the 
Front Bench opposite who would go down 
to an agricultural constituency and make 
a speech expounding this retaliatory 
policy of the Government, and clearly 
explaining that under no circumstances 
is it to be allowed to go beyond the 
limits expressed by Mr. Balfour. I know 
one Minister who will not do that, and 
that is the Minister for Agriculture, 
whom I do not see in his place. When 
he has made a speesh on this subject he 
has been in the fortunate position of 
being able to express by no means veiled 
sympathy with Mr. Chamberlain’s pro- 
posals, consequently I have no doubt that 
he has had, at any rate, a very fair 
reception on those occasions when he has 
had to address agricultural gatherings. 


I do not wish to weary your Lordships 
by going into matters which in the course 
of the long discussion on this subject 
have become so familiar to us all, viz., as 
to the possibility of retaliating or of not 
retaliating on certain countries. As we 
all know very well, the United States 
send us £127,000,000 of exports every 
year, only £10,000,000 of which we 
could use for purposes of retaliation. 
The case. of Russia is stronger still. 
Russia sends us £25,000,000 of exports, 
on only about £40,000 of which we could 
retaliate. Germany, I dare say, offers 
‘a somewhat stronger instance for retalia- 
tory purposes. Germany sends us about 
£40,000,000 a year of manufactured 
goods—and when I say Germany I in- 
clude Holland and Belgium, because at 
present it is useless tu attempt to separate 
the exports frum those countries, though 
I am glad to know there is a good pros- 
pect of an arrangement being made which 
will enable us to do so. We send to 
those three countries about £30,000,000 
of exports. Therefore, as we import 


£40,000,000 and export £30,000,000, it 
does not seem that even in the case of Ger- 
many thereis such a very strong possibility 
of retaliation. The strongest case on our 
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side is no doubt France. But it is a 
curious fact that in the course of this 
discussion we have not heard much 
mention of retaliating on France. It 
is nearly always Germany that has 
been mentioned in the speeches of 
tariff reformers. France sends us 
£27,000,000 of manufactured goods, 
of which £18,090,000 are represented 
by articles of wearing apparel 
of different kinds, depending, I suppose, 
very largely on the caprice or the dic- 
tates of fashion, and which are bought 
by the people of this country simply be- 
cause they prefer them to those which arc 
made elsewhere. We send to France only 
£10,000,000 of manufactured goods ; con- 
sequently it is quite conceivable, if it is 
worth while to embark on retaliation for 
that purpose only, that we might be able 
to come tosome terms with France in a 
commercial treaty. 


Now, there is this further point which 
I should like to put to His Majesty's 
Government. Do they not think that if 
we begin this policy there is some risk of 
special retaliation taking place against us ! 
When I say “ special retaliation,” I mean 
retaliation which is intended merely to 
injure us—which does not involve duties 
imposed as foreign duties now are, not to 
injure us, but in order to benefit the 
traders at home. Two trades strike me 
as being exceedingly and peculiarly vulner- 
able. One is the shipping trade, and the 
other is the fishery trade. As regards 
fisheries, we export to Russia and to Ger- 
many a very large quantity of cured 
herrings. To the two countries it is, I 
think, a matter of £3,000,000 in the year. 
Those herrings are subject in Germany 
to a low duty of 3s. a barrel. In Russia 
the duty is higher—as all duties are—but 
it is not a protective duty, because there 
is no Russian product which competes 
with this particular commodity of 
cured herrings. In the herring trade 
we are closély competed with by Holland 
and Norway. I should like to ask His 
Majesty’s Government whether it is not 
conceivable that under circumstances of a 
tariff contest with a foreign country such 
as Germany or Russia, it might suit that 
foreign country, even at some incor- 
venience to certain of its inhabitants (who 
would not be allowed to express their 
feelings too strongly), in order to ruin our 
fishery trade, to impose even a prohihitiv : 
duty upon our herrings in favour of the 
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herrings from Holland or from Norway ? 
We are sometimes asserted to believe in 
the theory of the transferability of labour ; 
that is to say, that if a man is thrown 
out of work because he is not allowed to 
make one thing, he can immediately start 
making something else. I will certainly 
make noble Lords opposite a present of the 
opinion that it would not be an easy 
thing for a Peterhead or a Yarmouth 
herring fisherman immediately to start to 
make either watches at Prescot or cheap 
jewellery at Birmingham. 

Now, my Lords, I ask, if this retaliation 
policy is one which can be so properly 
and easily adopted, why does not some- 
body present us with a concrete case? | 
quite admit that it is not fair to ask noble 
Lords opposite, members of His Majesty’s 
Government, to state a case interms. If 
they were to say, ‘‘ We shoutd like to im- 
pose such and such a duty on such and 
such a commodity imported from a par- 
ticular country, or at any rate to threaten 
to do so, in order to get other duties 
removed,” the obvious reply would be, 
**Why do you not bring in a Bill with 
that object?” But even if it is too much 
to expect that noble Lords who are 
members of His Majesty’s Government 
will give us information, there surely must 
be some of the great tribe of experts out- 
side who would be willing todo so. That 
leads me to ask, what is an expert in this 
matter ? What is an expert who may claim 
thereal Birmingham hall-mark? We know 
there are certain things that he is not. 
He must not be a student of political 
economy. There are many in your Lord- 
ship’s House who even from their college 
days have studied political economy ; there 
are some in this House who know as much 
about it as any professor at any Univer- 
sity; but they, I am afraid, cannot be 
regarded in this particular matter as being 
experts. Then, again, I fear that no 
lawyer can be regarded as an expert 
according to the Birmingham standard. 
Iam sure it would be a matter of profound 
regret to us if the supposed inability of 
the legal mind to grasp these matters 
should cause such diffidence in the mind 
of the noble Earl on the Woolsack as to 
prevent him taking part in this debate. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Karl of HALSBuRY): Hear, hear! 


*Tre Eari or CREWE: I am delighted 
to gather from the noble Earl’s cheer that 


The Earl of Crewe, 


{LORDS} 
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he proposes to enlighten us later on. 
What then, is an expert ? An expert is, I 
suppose, a business man. But he is a 
business man of a peculiar kind. He is a 
business man whose business is going or 
has gone to the dogs. If he has succeeded 
in business his opinion on these important 
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matters is taken as one which is of 
by no means the first value. I frankly 
admit, my Lords, that I do not 


believe that in the conditions of British 
commerce this retaliatory policy can be 
properly or reasonably applied in any 
way to the advantage of this country. I 
desire very strongly to protest against 
the mischievous belief which has been 
encouraged by some speakers in the 
course of this campaign, viz., that, 
because it is possible to show that you 
can damage foreign countries to some 
extent by imposing a duty on their com- 
modities, we must necessarily gain by it. 
Of all the mischievous fallacies which 
have been propounded in the course of 
this great discussion, it seems to me that 
the most mischievous is the assumption 
that the measure of the foreigner’s loss is 
necessarily the measure of our gain. Of 
course, it may be said that special cir- 
cumstances may arise, to meet which, in 
spite of all difficulties, special measures 
should be taken. There is no doubt that 
in the past we have done some curious 
things in the way of retaliation. Some 
of your Lordships may have heard of 
what was known as the Jesuits Bark Act. 
That was an Act passed in the year 1808 
as a sort of reply to the Berlin and Milan 
decrees of Napoleon in 1806 and 1807. 
By that Act it was stated that no quinine, 
or Jesuits bark as it was then called, or 
cotton-wool, should be allowed to reach 
the Continent of Europe unless accom- 
panied by a certain proportion of British 
goods. That has alwaysseemed tome to 
be one of the strangest measures ever 
placed on the Statute-book. It passed 
both Houses easily, but I do not know 
that it was ever actually brought into 
operation. Although the idea of using 
the necessities of your fever-stricken 
enemy as a means of increasing your 
foreign trade is not an agreeable one, I 
do not draw from the fact that the Bill 
was passed, the conclusion that our 
grandfathers were less humane than we 
are, but simply that they found them- 
selves in a very tight place and took 
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what they conceived to be natural 
measures for meeting an exceptional 
difficulty. Consequently, if some extra- 
ordinary condition of affairs arises, and if 
Hi; Majesty’s Government choose to 
bring in @ measure to meet that contin- 
gency, all we can say is that the House 
will no doubt consider such a measure on 
its merits. As I have already stated, as 
matters are at preseat 1 am not able to 
conceive or to devise @ cise in which a 
retaliatory duty could be profitably 
brought in, but if noble Lords opposite 
think differently by all means let them 
briag in a measure and submit it to the 
ju lgment of Parliament. 


This brings me to the subject of the 
Motion with which I propose to con- 
clu le, viz., the methods by which it is 
proposed to proceed with this retaliatory 
policy. So far as I know, there are only 
three possible methods by which this can 
be done. It may be done, in the first 
instance, by bringing in a Billstating the 
details of each case in which it is pro- 
posed to retaliate; or, in the other ex- 
trene, it may be done by bringing in a 
Bill to give general powers to His Majesty 
by Order in Council to impose any duties 
that the Government may think fit; or it 
may be done by a sort of compromise 
between those twe methods—that is tv 
say, by passing a general tariff through 
the House, dealing either with all possible 
subjects of import or with a few subjects 
of import, and giving the Executive 
power to apply that tariff at discretion. 
These, as it appears to me, are the only 
conceivable methods by which His 
Majesty’s Government can intend to 
proceed. I do not propose to dwell any 
iurther on the question of proceeding by 
Bill in each case. I have stated my 
‘opinion that I am not able to conceive 
such a case, but, of course, if His 
Majesty’s Government introduce a Bill, 
Parliament is bound to consider it on its 
merits. It is quite clear that it is im- 
possible for the country to give what is 
called a mandate on a matter of this 
kind if the intention is to proceed by Bill, 
because it is impossible for the country 
to bind Parliament in any way to pass a 
particular Bill without knowing what the 
provisions of that Bill may be. 


Now, as regards proceeding by Order 
in Council, there are, as many of your 
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Lordships know, strong precedents for 
adopting that course. The whole history 
of the Navigation Laws depends upon 
the principle of proceeding by Order in 
Council. There is no need to trouble 
your Lordships with any description of 
what took place under the Navigation 
Laws, but.I confess that I was surprised 
to find, on looking into the matter, that 
at present powers do exist by which, in 
cases of what is considered unfair tre at- 
ment of our shipping, His Majesty’s 
Government can by Order in Council 
impose countervailing duties upon foreign 
ships or upon goods carried in foreign 
ships. Those powers, which are of very 
long standing, have never been repealed, 
although the Acts in which they appear 
have been amended on several oczasions, 
the last being, I believe, in the year 
1876. I make noble Lords opposite a 
present of that fact, because it does not 
seem to me particularly relevant to the 
present issue. The fact that these powers 
still exist must be taken in connection 
with the whole history of the Navigation 
Laws, and accompanied by consideration 
of the special reasons which led Parlia- 
ment to treat the shipping of this country 
in a more privileged manner than any 
other trade in the country. It is also a 
fact that, although, as I say, these powers 
have remained on the Statute-book, at any 
rate for the last fifty years, and, I think, 
for a great deal longer, no attempt has 
ever been made to use them, and I think 
one is pretty safe in declaring that in the 
present day no Government would venture 
to use them. I do not think that any 
Government would now venture to impose 
a duty of this kind under the powers 
which it possesses in these Customs 
Consolidation Acts, because the surprise 
which would be caused, even to a toler- 
ably docile following in another place, 
would be so great that I am afraid the 
Government which attempted it might 
find the results very serious indeed to 
their own existence. I do not dwell any 
longer on this question of proceeding by 
Order in Council, because, so far as I was 
able to follow the opinion of His Majesty’s 
Government as explained in another 
place, they do not propose to ask for a 
general power toimpose duties of any 
magnitude and of all kinds simply by 
Order in Council. 





Thus, there is left the third possibility 
|as the only one; that is to say, that 
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Parliament should be asked to sanction a | 
:read and remember that famous alle- 
| gorical fantasy. 


tariff on certain goods, to be applied at 
discretion by the Executive, if they can- 
not succeed in obtaining the object of 
their desires by negotiation. When one 


comes to think of it, although this sounds | 


*% more moderate scheme than that of 
proceeding by Order in Council, there 
is no very great difference between 
the two, for this reason. If you are 
yoing to retaliate to any purpose, you 
must be prepared on occasion to impose 
very high duties indeed. Professor 
Ashley, who is the great stand-by among 
the economists—indeed, almost the only 
stand-by among the economists—of Mr. 
Chamberlain’s proposals, in his very 
interesting book, after stating the facts 
relating to dumping, and the extent to 
which some commodities are sold under 
cost price in this country, goes on to 
say— 

“To meet such prices duties of 50 per cent. 


or 75 per cent. ad valorem may be needed, or 
even prohibition.” 


I think it stands to reason that if you are 
going to give the Government discretion 
to impose duties up to 75 per 
cent., or even to prohibit, there is not 
much object in passing a preliminary 
Bill. It comes to very much the same 
thing as if you give them general powers 
by Order in Council. Consequently I do 
not see, although this mode of proceeding 
might appear to be some concession to 
the desire which has been expressed that 
Parliament should have a distinct voice 
in the matter, that the concession would 
he a real, or, in any way, a valuable one. 
I venture to press His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, with great respect, for a cateyorical 
reply to the Questions I have placed on 
the Paper, with a view to arriving at a 
conclusion as to whether the opinion of 
your Lordships’ House should be taken 
upon this matter. It is possible, of 
course, that noble Lords opposite may 
accept the Motion in the terms in which 
it appears on tne Paper. If they do, 
nobody will be more pleased than I. If 
they do not, I fear we should be obliged 
to take the sense of your Lordships’ 
House on the proposal. Now, I honestly 
confess, that I do not know in what 
terms His Majesty’s Government are 
likely to meet this question. It appears 
to me to depend whether at the moment 
they appear in the character of Mr. 
Jekyll or in the character of Mr. Hyde. 


The Earl of Crewe. 


{LORDS} 
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Many of your Lordships, I dare say, have 


Its hero or central figure 
used to appear as Dr. Jekyll when he 
wished to put on a respectable face before 
the world, but at other times, when he 
desired to indulge the biddings of his 
lower nature, he appeared as Mr. Hyde. 
At first, the transformation took place 
easily, and the retransformation was 
effected also without difficulty, but as 
time went on the return to the respect- 
able appearance became more and more 
difficult, until at least it became impos- 
sible; and it was only by suicide that 
finally, fixed in the form of Mr. Hyde, 
the hero of the story was abie to escape 
the vengeance of the public. The 
parallel between his position and the 
position of His Majesty’s Government 
seems to me extraordinarily close, and I 
shall not be at all surprised if it is carried 
out to the very last chapter. Moreandmore 
closely, as it seems to me, His Majesty’s 
Government must be drawn to protection. 
The fact is that retaliation is nota policy. 
It cannot be made into a coherent policy 
upon which the opinion of the country 
can be taken. Retaliation can be nothing 
more than an incident. It may be an 
incident which some consider desirable 
and others think disastrous. On the 
other hand, protection is a policy, and it 
isa policy which I am afraid always has 
obtained and always will obtain a con- 
siderable measure of support in the 
country. It is, as I say, a policy towards 
which | believe His Majesty’s Government, 
unless at the eleventh hour they have the 
courage to break with it, are being, perhaps 
insensibly, but still closely and pretty 
rapidly, drawn. That, my Lords, is a 
policy which we on this side of the House, 
and I am glad to think a good many 
noble Lords on the other side, are pledged 
to resist to the utmost. We intend to 
resist even the first steps which may be 
taken towards the abandonment of that. 
fr.e system under which our trade in the 
main has prospered, and which in addition 
has made this country the great com- 
mercial clearing-house of the world. I beg 
to move the Motion which stands in my 
name on the Paper. 


Moved to resolve, ‘ ‘That no duty upon 
imports into the United Kingdom from 
foreign countries, or from British 
colonies and dependencies, should be 
imposed, modified, er removed, without 
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the formal consent of Parliament to each 
such proposal.” —(The Earl of Crewe.) 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
My Lords, I hope the House will not 
think I am putting myself unduly forward 
or in any way taking too much upon 
myself in rising at once to intervene in 
this debate. I think it right to say that 
I asked the Leader of the House whether 
it was intended to put up any member of 
His Majesty’s Government to answer the 
noble Earl opposite, or whether it would 
be agreeable to them before any member 
of the Government spoke that I should 
say what I desired to say to the House 
on this occasion. It is in accordance 
with the answer I then received that I 
now venture to ask the House to listen 
to me for a short time. 


I can assure the House that it is from 
no desire or anxiety to speak that I am 
here. I am actuated solely by a desire 
to explain to the House and to the many 
personal friends I have in the House, the 
reasons which guided me in taking the 
step which I thought it my duty to take 
during the recess. I am told that it is cus- 
tomary that some such explanation should 
be made, that it is a duty to the House 
in which a resigning Minister sits, and 
perhaps itis in no small degree due to 
the Minister himself. My Lords, I desire 
to avoid—and I think I can avoid— 
personal references of every kind. I 
certainly do not desire to make them, 
and although I cannot promise to avoid 
altogether controversial topics, I shall 
endeavour to treat them in such a way 
us to deepen and widen as little as 
possible the differences which may exist 
between those who so recently were my 
political colleagues and who still, I am 
proud to say, are without exception my 
personal friends. I do not ask in any 
formal way for the indulgence of the 
House. Idonot share the condemnation 
which it is too often the custom to pass 
upon the method in which this House 
listens to those of its Members who 
address it. I do not agree with the some- 
what severe judgment passed upon us on 
the first night of this session by the noble 
Earl who leads the House. I think we 
are sometimes 2 little unjust to ourselves 
in this matter, and that we make believe 
that we are much harder to address than 
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is really the case. I think—and I speak, 
I am sorry to say, from much personal 
experience—that it is a kindly and 
tolerant audience, and that, if only the 
House becomes confident that one of its 
Members who rises to address it, has 
something to say and will sit down when 
he has said it, it is not only a kind and 
tolerant, but a generous and even 
sympathetic audience. I know I shall 
get the indulgence of the House, because 
I know that every one of your Lordships 
present to-night must feel that the 
task which lies before me cannot be a 
pleasant one and that it is one not alto- 
gether easy adequately to discharge. 
No man separates himself from col- 
leagues with a light heart. No 
one willingly breaks those Party ties 
and Party friendships which form so large 
a part of the political life of this country. 
Certainly it is not to be done from any 
selfish or unworthy motive, nor is it to be 
done for personal convenience. If it is 
done at all, it must be done, in my 
opinion, from asenseof duty. If duty to 
oneself is so presented that such separa- 
tion is demanded by it, and if at the 
same time one’s conception of one’s duty. 
to the country also demands it, then I 
venture to say that your Lordships with- 
out exception will agree that no other 
consideration ought to be allowed to pre- 
vail for a moment. 


What was the cause which in my 
opinion made it my duty to ask to be 
relieved of the office which I had held 
for some eight years? I am, of course, 
previded with the usual gracious per- 
mission to give any reasons that may be 
necessary, within the usual limits, to justify 
the position I took up, but I am glad to 
think that, at eny rate on this occasion, 
I shall have no cause to avail myself of 
that permission, because I think, in fact 
I know, that I can find in the published 
speeches of the Prime Minister and of 
Mr. Chamberlain end in their letters 
sufficient in which they concur to justify 
the course which I thought it necessary 
to take. The Prime Minister in his. 
second speech at fheffield-—his speech to. 
the overflow meeting— used these words— 


“T am one of those—I admit it—who when: 
this topic was recently started and when it be- 
came a matter of common debate in the country 
would have been quite content to see it left am 
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“open question among members of the Govern- | 
ment and among Members of the Party, but 
neither my colleagues in the Government nor 
‘tbe House of Commons nor the country would | 
“support that view.” 
The same statement was repeated in | 
-almost similar words at Bristol, with the | 
addition that the Prime Minister thought | 
that the old position should be main- ; 
tained under which the fiscal question 
‘was regarded as an open question in the | 
ranks of the Party. I quote these words 
not because I in any sense disagree with 
them as an accurate statement of the 
fact, but because I agree with them en- 
tirely, and because it seems to me that, 
in the very fact that it was thought 
possible for these great questions to be 
left open questions, one of the reasons 
which justify the course I took is 
to be found. The circumstances are 
not parallel. I know—I have known for 
years—that many of those with whom I 
have been acting had predilections in 
favour of another fiscal system. That 
was well enough so long as the system 
which prevailed in this country was 
accepted, but it seems to me to make all 
the difference when a prominent Minister 
proposed to reverse that system, and to 
bring it into discussion as a matter of 

ractical policy. I venture to say to the 

ouse—I do not set up to be a great 
constitutional authority—but I do say 
that the established doctrine, the pre- 
vailing doctrine, the better doctrine, is 
that those who are responsible for a 
Government should speak with one voice 
on matters of that kind. But to under- 
stand how we really arrived at the position 
described by the Prime Minister, it is 
necessary to glance very shortly at some 
of the events of last summer. All your 
Lordships will remember that in the 
month of May an important speech was 
‘delivered at Birmingham. I re-read that 


speech the other day to refresh my 


memory. It had for its subject questions 
affecting the future of the Empire, and I 
will say for myself—and I believe I 


-express the feelings of many others—that | 


in my opinion no fair-minded man who 
‘reads that speech can deny that it is 
inspired by a lofty ideal or that its 


‘dominant idea was to secure a closer union | 
Mr. Chamberlain | 
disbelief in| 
the continuance of the unity of the | 


within the Empire. 
mo doubt expressed his 


Empire unless it was cemented 
dy a commercial union. He complained 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 
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that some of his colleagues had refused to 
allow him to use the then existing corn 
duty for purposes of preference, and he 
contended that the community of sacrifice 
necessary for a closer union could only be 
got through preferential treatment in 
commercial matters, and he demanded 
then—I think it was the first occasion on 
which the demand was publicly made—an 
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inquiry and discussion into these matters. 


I may just mention in passing—for I think 


it is important in regard to some of the 


later developments—that he then eate- 


_gorically said, “I am perfectly certain 


that I am not a protectionist.” So far as 
complaint was made that some of his 
colleagues would not allow the corn duty 
which was then existing and about to b: 
repealed, to be a vehicle for preference, | 
venture to think that, whatever may b: 
the opinion on the larger merits of the 
preferential question, those of us who 
took that view were entirely right in th; 
objection which we took. Whatever may 
be thought about it on its merits, it 
seemed to me then, and it seems to me 
still, to have been far too large a question, 
far too great a departure from the exist 
ing system prevailing in the country, to 
have been brought in, and the principle so 
to speak given away, by a mere clause in 


a Budget Bill dealing with a shilling duty ~ 


oncorn. I will revert again to this point in 
a moment, but I just want to complete my 
account of the history of the summer. Tha: 
speech was followed by a speechin the House 
of Commons in which the idea of a corn 
duty was developed. The amount was 
left vague, but there was to be enough 
of it to provide a considerable revenue 
which was to be devoted to the provision 
of old-age pensions. Later than that, 
partly in speeches at the Constitutional 
Club, in a meeting at which I myself was 
present, and partly on other occasions, 
we found a raising up of uneasiness about 
the state of trade in this country, and 
that culminated, as all your Lordships 
know, in the announcement that there 
was to be on this important matter an 
inquiry or a discussion—sometimes the 
one word, and sometimes the other wa; 
used. This House discussed the subjec’. 
The noble Viscount behind me introduced 
a Motion in rgard to it. Your Lordships 
will remember that discussion, and othe:s 
in which several members of the Govern- 


/ment took part. I myself defended the 
|idea of an inquiry and a discussion, 
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although I am bound to confess that | 
though I determined to, and I hope did, 
approach the subject with a fair mind, I | 
never expected that that discussion would | 
lead me seriously to modify my attitude | 
towards the fiscal policy of this country. | 
Time went on, and we arrived at that | 
period when it was necessary to settle 
what was to be the policy of the Govern- 
ment. There were then, as is perfectly 
well known, three main subjects of dis- 
cussion. There was the question of 
preference to our Colonies, there was the 
question which is more particularly the 
subject of the noble Lord’s Motion to- 
day—the subject of retaliation, or as, 
perhaps, it is more fairly and fitly 
termed, freedom of negotiation; and 
kindred to that, and alongside of it, | 
there was the matter of ‘ dumping” 
as it_is called—I think the word has now 
been accepted into the English language 

-which certainly is a branch in close | 
connection with the subject of retaliation. 
But at that time, neither in the Cabinet 
nor out of it, had we ever heard, I believe, 
of the average 10 per cent. duty on all 
imports into this country. 


On the question of preference, of which 
the main advocate and proposer was the | 
late Colonial Secretary, I wish to say a 
few words, I admit that it is not raised 
definitely in the Motion of the noble Earl, 
and I can only say what I want to say by 
the indulgence of the House, but my own 
explanation would not be complete, and I | 
venture to think that the House itself 
could not fully understand the position of 
matters unless, by that indulgence, I 
allowed to touch briefly upon 
some of the points involved in that 
question. It always seemed to me that 


this suggestion of a colonial preference | 


was no light demand to make upon this 
country. At any rate, there can be no 
question whatever that it is an abandon- 


ment—a complete abandonment—of the | 


existing fiscal policy of the country. . It 


may not be wise to pin oneself to any | 


particularly abstract doctrine on the 


subject, but I venture to say that if, 


there is one abstract doctrine which it is 
less unwise to pin oneself to than another, 
it is that taxation should not be levied 
except for revenue purposes. I say that 
on this ground—not on account of the 
great authorities by which it is supported, 
not on account of the length of time 
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policy of the country, but because, in my” 
humble opin’on, as a practical policy it: 
is the best policy for this country, om 
this ground if upon no other-- namely, 
that by that principle, and under that 
principle, you secure the end that the 
burden which you lay upon the consumer: 
or upon whcever pays the tax (it das: 


1 ol u “Y. 


‘not matter to me for the moment who- 


it is) will be, as a whole, transferred to 
the Exchequer. ‘Jhe point, then, that. 
we had to ask ourselves in the summer 
was this: “Is there anything in our 
present circumstances which demands 
this great change? Is it in the in- 
terest of this country, looked at in its. 
widest sense, that this great chrnge: 
should be made? Is it above all things: 
necessary, as is suggested to us, for the 
maintenance of the Empire?” My 
Lords, I claim humbly to be as g od 
a friend of the cause of the mainten: nce 
of the Empire as anyone else, but I 


‘venture to say that there has been no 


evidence whatever presented to us that 
this particular change is required, or 
even that it would promote the unity of 
the Empire. I know it is alleged upon 
great authority—upon the authority of 
Mr. Chamberlain, who, in my opinion, has 
rendered very great services—but I am 
not prepared, upon a matter of this kind, 
to accept or to advocate such a change, 
upon any authority, unless evidence in 
support of that authority can be adduced. 


| I venture to add in proof of the fact that 


I desired to consider this with an open 
mind, that I asked certain questions, the: 
object of which was to find out what 
amount of trade with the self-governing 
colonies it would be possible to acquire 
under a preferential system, and precisely 
what we were expected to do, or to bind 
ourselves to do, to get that trade. I was 
told that was not a wise way to approach 
the question. I was told that it would 
be an insult to the Colonies, that it would 
be improper, at any rate, to ask the 
Colonies to commit themselves until we 
_had shown a readiness to meet them at 
least half-way. I was also told that we 
should be rejecting offers which had been 
_made to us, unless we took the course 
that was proposed. I have never been 
satisfied that anything which could 
| properly be described as an offer on the 
| part of those who are authorised to make 


during which it has been the accepted | an offer, has really been transmitted to 
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this country. 
statements by individuals ; I know there 
have been aspirations that it would be de- 
sirable to have a preferential system, and 
to bind the different parts of the 
Empire more closely together by that 
means, but I think it is stretching 
language and going beyond the actual 
facts of the case, to say that anything 
that could fairly be described as an’ offer 
in this matter has ever been made to this 
country. At any rate, I venture to say 
that if such exist, it would materially 
assist our deliberations if the actual text 
of those offers were communicated in a 
formal and deliberate manner to Parlia- 
ment, in order that they might be 
considered upon their merits. I certainly 
would be glad, as I am sure many of 
your Lordships would also, to give such 
consideration to them. 
however, that it is a great deal more than 
doubtful whether this commercial union 
would be a better basis of union than 
the ties that already exist. I think the 
danger of differences would be very great. 
The case with us is not parallel with that 
of either the United States or Germany. 
We have no one authority which could 
settle the fiscal policy of thecountry. In 
the far future we may have such an 
authority, but it is perfectly certain that 
we have not got it at the present time; 
and until we have it, I venture to think 
that the danger of differences would be 
greater than with the complete freedom 
which we at present possess. I do not 
want to weary our Lordships with quota- 
tions, but on 20th August, a speech was 
made by Sir Wilfrid Laurier, Prime 
Minister of Canada—who, if there is a 
real Imperialist amongst our colonial 
statesmen, is that one—and in that speech 
he said—  & 

«‘Canada values too highly the system which 
made her what she is, to consent willingly to 
part with any portion of it for whatever con- 
sideration, or even for the maintenance of the 
British Empire. I think it would be a most 
evil thing if any of our colonies were to consent 
to part with any of their legislative independ- 
ence, nordo I believe that in order to make 
such an arrangement of a commercial nature as 
I have spoken of some time ago, we should be 
called upon to make any sacrifices of dignity or 
independence.” 


*- We must make a sacrifice of freedom, 
and the Colonies must make a sacrifice of 
freedom, if they are to bind themselves 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 
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I know there have been| by any arrangement whatever, of the 


I venture to say, | 


Policy. 


' nature which has been indicated. 


There is one more point in connection 
with that matter to which I would allude. 
We are asked for a mandate, but it has 
never been authoritatively stated what is 
to be the extent or limit of the mandate 
which we are asked to give. It is sug- 
gested that the mandate should authorise, 
as I understand it, negotiations for a pre- 
ference, with a duty of 2s., or something 
of that kind. Butthere is no security at 
all that that sum would be sufficient. 
What sort of a position would we be in, 
if in a year or two, after negotiations had 
been taking place, and after this mandate 
had been given, we found that a 2s. duty 
was not sufficient, and we had to make it 
4s. or 5s.? What would be the position 
of this country? We should be asked: 
“ Are youreally going to sacrifice the Em- 
pire for the mere difference between'3s. and 
5s.? Is a difference of 3s. to make the 
difference between unity and separation ?” 
The only safe course to take is not to 
commit this country until you know the 
limit to which you are likely to be asked 
to go, not to depart from the principles 
which have regulated the policy of the 
|country for so many years until the 
, extent of the journey that you are asked 
to travel can be defined. We are now 
told that before a mandate can be asked 
for this proposal, there are to be two, or 
perhaps three, general elections. I do 
not know whether that is to be so or not, 
but if it is, is not that fact in itself a 
most complete and absolute justification 
of the line which those took who refused 
to allow the Government; and, so far as 
we could help it, the country and Parlia- 
ment to be committed upon this question 
before any election at all had taken 
place? I pass from that; I will say no 
more about it ; I am not going to discuss 
the question of which Minister was com- 
mitted to this policy ; it is certainly not 
my business to do that ; it is sufficient for 
me that these things were before the 
Government, and that it was suggested 
that they were to be open questions. In 

‘my opinion, for those of us who are not 
able to accept the policy, it was impossible 

on that ground that we should continue 
to be members of the Government. 


I pass to the question of retalia- 
tion or freedom of negotiation. It 
|will not be difficult to show that 
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the question is in a somewhat 
different position now from what it was 
in those days. I certainly have no doubt 
in my own mind that such arguments 
were used in support of it, and 
that such admissions were wanted about 
it, that if, so far as the arguments were 
concerned, we had admitted them, or if, 
so far as the admissions were wanted, we 
had made them, we should have been 
logically committed to a very large 
departure indeed from the principles of 
free trade. If I wanted a proof of that 
fact I could allude to the exact language 
used at Sheffield, where it was announced 
that the policy to be recommended to the 
country was to be a reversal of the 
existing policy, and subsequently at 
Bristol, where it was announced to be a 
great and serious change. On one point 
I do not agree with the noble Earl who 
spoke a few moments ago. I do not 
believe that it is fair to say that the Prime 
Minister is in any sense an advocate of 
protection. He has uniformly— publicly, 
and, I may say, privately—argued in 
favour of this policy, as a means of getting 
what he calls freer trade. I therefore 
feel bound to say that I do not think the 
remark which was made can fairly be 
applied to him. 


*Toe EarLor CREWE: Ido not think 
I ever described the Prime Minister as 
being an advocate of protection. I said 
he was being drawn towards it. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: Of 
course I accept the correction, but 
even in its modified form I do not 
think it is accurate. My recollection 
ot what the Prime Minister has said in 
public and in private is to this 
effect, that if his policy involved a 
sort of flavour of protection, it was to be 
accounted as one of the disadvantages of 
the policy rather than as one of its ad- 
vantages, and that he was not going for 
this policy because it was protective, but 
that he did not think its protective flavour 
was so great a disadvantage as to deter 
him from endeavouring to get the benefits 
which he hoped to obtain. I hope I am 
stating it correctly, but I am only en- 
deavouring to state it in order to say that 
I do not agree with the position thus 
taken up, because I think the protective 
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flavour which is about some of the pro- 
posals that are made, is so disadvantageous 
that the disadvantages overbalance any 
advantages that might possibly obtain 
from them. I want to say this: I did not 
understand in August, and I do not 
understand now, if the policy of liberty 
of negotiation is to go no further than 
seems to be fashionable at this momen‘, 
why any mandate for it is required—if it 
is to be under the control of Parliament. 
as I understand is now admitted, although 
there seems to be some hesitation in 
accepting the control of Parliament in 
every case. That is, as I understand, what 
happened in another place, but I am 
looking to this debate for light on that 
point. What I want to press on the 
House and upon the Government is that 
retaliation in itself is, as the noble Lord 
opposite has said, not really a final policy. 
It is an act of commercial war. I am not 
prepared to exclude war as a matter of 
policy either from wider politics, or from 
commercial concerns, but if it is really 
the case that those who are in favour of 
this policy are heart and soul in- 
tending to use it for the purposes of 
getting freer trade, then I would look 
at any rate with a tolerant eye upon it. 
But what made me doubtful in the 
autumn, and caused me to feel that I 
could not continue to advocate it, was not 
only the want of limitation, the want of 
actual definition of the objects and the 
methods which were set before the 
Government, but the fact, as I have said, 
that arguments in favour of it were used 
which seemed to me to lead to the direct 
reversal of the traditional policy of this 
country. It is a different thing to express 
a willingness to support those whom you 
trust on general grounds, even if you do 
not thoroughly understand at the moment 
everything they are proposing, than to re- 
main a member of the Government under- 
taking to advocate a policy which you do 
not fully understand, and of which, as in 
this case, you have doubts as to the 
practical efficacy. This may be, as I have 
said, a free-trade policy for free-traders, 
but I have great doubts whether it is 
really a policy which, taken by itself, can 
effect the object in view. I hope before 
this debate closes the Government will 
tell us with absolute distinctness how they 
propose to carry this policy into effect. 
What do they intend to retaliate upon. 
We are told absolutely distinctly that their 
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programme does not extend to the taxa- 
tion of food or of raw materials. But are 
raw materials and food to be subject to re- 
taliation? If they are, that is an extremely 
serious step, but if they are not, the 
revolver of which the noble Marquess 
spoke last summer will, in a _ great 
majority of cases, be an extremely 


harmless weapon, and he might as well 
load it with snipe shot and take it for 
the pursuit of big gamein Central Africa. | 


But I have another difficulty. This 
policy may be a free-trade policy for free- 
traders, but Iam speaking in the presence 
of come who do not regard it as a step 
towards freer trade, but as a step— 
perhaps a very short step, as some of 
them say, which is so insignificant as to 
be almost contemptible—leading to 
another anda very different policy. I 
hope His Majesty’s Government will 
make it clear that they do not intend to 
be dragged along that path. Some of 
them I think, if I may say so in all friend- 
liness, have gone rather too far along it 
at the present time. But I do not want 
to press matters too much, and I shall be 
only too glad to have an assurance that 
that is not to be the policy of His 
Majesty’s Government. I recognise the 
difficulty of asking them for a concrete 
care in regard to the subject of retalia- 
tion, but there is this kindred subject of 
dumping. There are no ‘international 
questions involved in that. Could not 
the Government mention some one of 
the trades which are especially affected, 
and which they desire to protect from 
dumping? Surely in regard to that we 
might have one or two concrete cases— 
cases put forward, not with the exaggera- 
tion of Party warfare, or, if I may say so 
without offence, with all the clap-trap of 
political oratory, but cases carefully 
selected, thoroughly investigated, and 
precented to Parliament in a form in 
which they can be discussed, in 
a serious and anxious spirit. I 
admit that the difficulty and intricacy 
of the question is very great, but every 
trade which is distressed is not the victim 
of dumping, nor is every individual in 
every trade which is distressed the victim 
of dumping. These things require the 
most careful and anxious investigation. 
It is almost impossible without personal 
inquiry by seme agent to get at all the 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 
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| facts in every case. I have no doubt 
| that most of your Lordships have read 


the chapter in the fiscal Blue-book which 
deals with dumping. There was attached 
_to it, when first circulated, an explana- 
tory memorandum by somebody at the 
Board of Trade—I really do not know 
whom—but it was an exceedingly clever 
and good statement of the difficulties of 
getting at the truth in this matter. It 
was not intended that it should be cir- 
culated, because it was part of the canon 
of making up that book that nothing but 
facts—no individual opinion of any sort— 
was to ke put forward. I think that was 
a wise rule under the circumstance; at 
any rate I myself was a party to it, and 
I make no complaint whatever about it. 
But this particular Paper to which I 
refer, although not circulated at the 
time, seemed to me so worthy of con- 
sideration that I would venture to ask 
His Majesty’s Government whether they 
would consult the President of the Board 
of Trade with a view to publishing here- 
after that Paper, upon the understanding 
that no member of the Government is 
committed to the opinions expressed. It 
seems to me that it would be so useful a 
guide that it would be for the advantage 
of Parliament and the country in con- 
sidering this subject that that Paper 
should be in the hands of a much wider 
circle than at the present time. 


But I come to what is to me a graver 
matter still, and that is the averege 10 
per cent. duty all-round. I know quite 
well that I shall be told that is not a part 
of the policy of His Majesty’s Government 
at the present time. But can we be told 
distinctly by a representative of the 
Government from his place in Parliament 
what is the attitude of the Government 
towards it? I know it is not their policy, 
but are their convictions settled in regard 
to it. How can we be sure that it never 
will be their policy? As I have 
said, I am afraid that some members 
of the Government have accepted 
it end have protectionist leanings. 
I make that no subject of reproach, for I 
recognise the right of everybody to have 
their own opinions upon that matter. I 
think, however, that, in a subject of such 
importance, Parliament and the country 
have a right to know what is the settled 
policy of the Government in regard to it. 
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I venture to say that the country is 
thinking more about that at this moment 
than it is about the mere policy, the offi- 
cial policy, of the Government. I am 
afraid that too many of the supporters of 
the Government regard that as the most 
important part of tariff reform. Sup- 
posing the sympathy which is now ex- 
pressed for this policy is translated into 
practical shape, and supposing we find at 
a subsequent time that a majority of those 
with whom we would like to act, find 
themselves in fact committed to that 
policy. I know quite well that it is 
unusual to give an illustration in this 
House, but there is a story going round 
at the present time which very well 
illustrates my position in this matter. I 
am told that a short time ago an Ameri- 
can couple landed at Liverpool, and upon 
arrival at that port the husband received 
a message that-his mother-in-law had died, 
within the last few days, while they were 
crossing the Atlantic, and he was asked 
to telegraph an answer to the message 
stating whether she should be buried, 
cremated, or embalmed. The husband 
went to the Post Office and telegraphed 
the following reply — 
“‘ Better try all three: take no risks.” 


That policy of protection is one, with 
which, so far as I am concerned, I am not 
prepared to take any risks, and what I am 
afraid of is*that it will swallow up every 


other policy which is put before the | 


country, and that it will be a sort of 
Aaron’s Rod, which will devour every 
other question which comes into our pub- 
lic life so long as it remains there. 
Government may not like it, and they | 
may even shut their eyes to the fact, but | 
I believe that it is that policy which is | 
really before the country at the present 


time, and, that being so, I say, in my | 


humble opinion, that the present position 
in which some of us are placed is not al- 
together a fair one. It is not fair to those 
of us who are loyal Unionists, and who 
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In spite of the precedent of the Home 
Rule Bill, which is sometimes put forward, 
I say that this state of uncertainty is, in 
my opinion, contrary to the best tradi- 
tions of our public life. One of the 
things that public men are distinguished 
for in this country is that we take a 
definite line, make it clear, and stand up 
and argue for it, and after declaring our 
opinions we take the consequences of them 
whatever they may be. Upon this ques- 
tion we must stand somewhere, and as far 
as I am concerned I am profoundly con- 
vinced that any departure from the policy 
of free trade or free imports, if you like 
to call it by that name, will be the first 
real blow to the prosperity of our British 
commerce; and that, so far from cementin 

the union of our Empire, it will 


render that union more difficult to main- 
tain because it will be more complicated ; 
and while holding these opinions I claim 
to be one who is as loyal a supporter o 

the unity of the Empire as any of His 
Majesty’s Ministers themselves. 


*Tue Marquess or SALISBURY: 
There is a special reason why I should 
ask the kind indulgence of the House, 
because it is not only the first time that 
I address your Lordships, but the first 
time that I have spoken with the dignity 
of a representative of the inner circle of 
| the Government; and last, but not least, 
I am called upon to folléw two noble 
Earls of tried and approved skill in your 
Lordships’ debates, and to do what I can 





The | 


to satisfy your Lordships that the policy 
which has been criticised and attacked 
can be fully justified. I think all of 
us who sit upon this side of the House 
\listened to the speech of my noble 
|friend who has just sat down with 
| feelings of the greatest sympathy. IfI 
| may echo his words I would say that he 
|remains a friend, and I wish he had 


| : 
| remained a colleague also. He has ad- 


remain free-traders to be left in the state | dressed your Lordships in a tone of such 
of difficulty and uncertainty in which we | moderation that I shall feel it beyond my 
are placed at the present time. I also | duty to criticise what he has said in any 
venture to say that it is not altogether | Very hostile manner. Indeed to a large 
fair to Parliament itself. Iam certain it | extent, my Lords, he was in agreement 
is not fair to the constituencies who ought, | with His Majesty’s Government. Upon 
in a matter of this kind, to have a clear | retaliation he evidently thought that 
and distinct lead from those who are the | there was a great deal to be said in 
leaders of the people ; and I am not quite | favour of it under certain circumstances 
sure that it is quite fair to the members| and limited to certain conditions. I 
of His Majesty’s Government themselves. | admit that the noble Lord did not go so 
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far as we do in regard to retaliation, but | 
with respect to the rest I really see no’ 
difference between ourselves and my 

noble friend. He spoke of this as being” 
an open question when he left the 
Government. As far as I am aware it is 
an open question in the Government now. 
He also spoke of protection. Protection 
forms no part of the policy of His 
Majesty’s Government. I do not pretend 
myself to have any prejudices on the 
subject, but protection appears te me to 
involve that everything should be dearer, 
while on the other hand there appears to 
be no reason to suppose that anyone 
would be richer. Therefore, my Lords, 
that policy is unacceptable. At any rate it 
forms no part of the policy of His Majesty’s 
Government. But, my Lords, our agree- 
ment with the noble Lord goes further. 
He has referred to what has taken place 
in another place with regard to the policy 
of preference. There is no question 
about preference for it forms no part of 
the policy of the Government. And 
lastly we are not here to defend the 
policy of a very distinguished statesman, 
I mean Mr. Chamberlain, but we are here 
to defend our own proposals and nothing 
else. I noticed that the noble Earl at 
the commencement of his speech seemed 
to intimate that he was only going to 
discuss our proposals, but I appeal to your 
Lordships wh ther he did not extend his 
purview far beyond that strict limit. I 
think he called upon us to defend a 
certain duty, namely, the quinine duty, 
passed in the year 1808. Then he dis- 
coursed at some length upon the Naviga- 
tion Laws, and lastly he went in great 
detail into Mr. Chamberlain’s proposals, 
which he seemed to know a great deal 
more about than I do myself. We are 
not here to defend any of those things. 
Speaking personally, I do not agree with 
Mr. Chamberlain, but I confess I do not 
think that any very great advantage is 
gained by the kind of language which the 
noble Earl used in reference to those who 
do agree with Mr. Chamberlain, for they 
are not mountebanks, and I do not think | 
an expression of that kind is appropriate 

in the least to the very many dis- | 
tinguished men who share Mr. Chamber- 

lain’s views. 


{LORDS} 
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to thoge who had been in the habit of 
giving magic lantern lectures and other 
entertainments in constituencies in which 
by-elections have taken place. My allu- 
sion did not in any way apply to those 
gentlemen who speak on the public 
platforms. 
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*THE MARQUESS OF SALISBURY: I 
am glad that I have succeeded in obtaining 
from the noble Earl that explanation. | 
do not think he is so familiar with elec- 
tions as I am, but if he were he would 
know that, even from the point of view 
of Liberal candidates, magic 'anterns are 
not unusual, and they are often intro- 
duced by the friénds of the noble Lord 
to persuade the electors that we are in the 
wrong and they are in the right. 
Noble Lords who have spoken seem 
very anxious to have the details of 
the policy of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. Iam very much obliged to them 
for having suggested to us a great num- 
ber of different policies which we might 
adopt, but I am not going, nor is anyone 
on this Bench going, to inform this House 
what the detailsof the policy will be, which 
it will be our duty to propose to Parlia- 
ment should we be successful at the next 
election. These details must depend upon 
a great number of different circumstances. 
{A NosteE Lorp: Upon whether 
you are successful?] Yes, they must 
depend upon whether we are successful, 
or not, as the noble Lord opposite says. 
They must depend in the second place 
upon what the action of foreign Govern- 
ments may be, and over that we have, of 
course, no control. I think I may be 
forgiven for not thinking it necessary 
to defend the details of the policy 
of His Majesty’s Government, that is 
the policy of negotiation and retalia- 
tion, because the noble Earl and his 
friends are not yet convinced of the 
principle. Why should we be at the 


pains, now, to elaborate the details of 


a policy of retaliation and negotiation 
when it is perfectly evident that the noble 
Earl and his friends would not accept such 
a policy whatever the details might be ! 
What we shall do when the proper time 
comes is this, we shall appeal to the elec- 
tors of this country to say “ Aye” or 


“No” tothe question whether they are in 


*THE Eart oF CREWE: I must be. 
allowed to explain that my allusion was | 


The Marquess of Salisbury. 


favour of a policy of negotiation and re- 


| tenet or not, and upon their decision 
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the subsequent details of this controversy 
must depend, 


I now turn to the Motion of the 
noble Karl which is before your Lord- 
ships at this moment. That Motion 
has evidently been drawn with great care, 
.and I should like to compliment the noble 
Earl upon the ingenuity with which it has 
been drafted. It is so elaborate, and has 
30 many limitations and conditions, that it 
would be more worthy of a conveyancer 
guarding against a possibility of some 
fraudulent misuse of a trust, than a Motion 
submitted to your Lordships’ House. It 
is, in fact. obvious that the noble Lord 
and his friends are hostile to the policy of 
the Government, and that they have so 
little trust in the Government that they 
desire to bind them down to the smallest 
detail. It is, therefore, a vote of want of 
confidence in His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, and as such we shall resist it. 
It is, if I may say so with great 
respect, rather a remarkable Motion 
to submit to your Lordships’ House, 
for it does not deal with matters 
which are generally the subject of our 
detailed consideration. It has to do 
with the fiscal policy of the country; it 
has to do with the limitations upon the 
taxing power of Parliament which are 
generally discussed rather in the other 
House than in this. [ hardly like, after 
what I have said, to dwell upon the 
wording of the Motion, but I should, 
however, like to say that the word 
“each” in the last line, although its 
object is quite obvious, is rather un- 
—s It is well known that no 
proposal in regard to taxation can be 
enacted in this country without the assent 
of Parliament being given to such 
proposal. That is involved, of course, in 
the prerogatives and privileges which 
Parliament possesses. ‘Then the words of 
the Motion goalong way. The noble Lord, 
although he talked at great length about 
the policy of the Government and. about 
the policy of Mr. Chamberlain, did not 
go into details as to the meaning of his 
own Motion, and the word “ proposals” 
seem to go a very long way, because 
certainly, uniess it is very carefully ex- 
plained, it would almost seem to preclude 
the Government from entering into any 
negotiations without the leave of Par- 
liament, which they obviously must 
do in many cases. They must enter into 
the necessary preliminary negotiations 
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before Parliament could be asked to allow 
them to use the weapon of retaliation to 
enforce the policy which those ne- 
gotiations were intended to secure. 


Under those circumstances, my Lords, I 
have to acquaint your Lordships with the 
method in which His Majesty's Govern- 
ment intend to treat this Motion. We 
are as anxious as any of your Lordships to 
safeguard the rights-of Parliament, and 
we are fully aware that Parliament is 
sensitive, and very rightly sensitive, upon 
any proposals or any policy which would 
have as their object or their effect the 
invasion of the privileges and prerogatives 
of Parliament over the taxation of this 
country. We are not going to oppose 
any such words iu the noble Lord’s Motion 
as would involve that proposition, but we 
prefer to put our meaning into words of 
our own, and I shall move on behalf of 
the Government an Amendment to the 
noble Earl’s Motion in the following 
terms— 

‘This House, while affirming the consti- 
tutional doctrine that all fiscal arrangements 
of this country must be subject to the full and 
effective control of Parliament over taxation, 
is not prepared to lay down rules for the 
guidance of future Parliaments as to the exact 
method in which such eontrol should be 
exercised by them in cases which may here 
after arise.’ 


Now let me say one or two words upon 
the discussion and upon the policy of the 
Government as I have stated it to be. 
I think that the great ditticulty which 
stands in the way of the critics of the 
Government is that they are all bound 
to admit that the state of trade in this 
country is not altogether satisfactory. 
Is that denied? Are any of your Lord- 
ships prepared to say that the state of trade 
in this country is wholly satisfactory? It 
is obviously not the case, and it has been 
frankly admitted both in this House and 
in another place that the state of trade 
is not wholly satisfactory. Mr. Morley 
frankly admitted, only the other night, 
that he had repeatedly called attention 
to the unsatisfactory condition of trade, 
and the noble Earl who leads the 
Opposition, on the first night of this 
session, himself gave utterance to a 
similar sentiment. 


Bart SPENCER: With regard to 
competition, I said that we were in very 
keen competition with other nations and 
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that we had not education sufficient to 
combat that competition. 


*Tue Marquess oF, SALISBURY : The 
noble Earl, I think, admitted that some 
changes might be necessary, and I gather 
that the changes he would desire are not 
what we would desire. We go further 
than the noble Earl. Just as Mr. Morley 
admits in another place, the noble Earl 
admits that changes are necessary. I 
notice the noble Earl who opened this 
discussion seemed to admit also that some 
changes were necessary, and that he even 
went so far as to convey that retaliation 
might be useful as a means of promoting 
the trade of this country. If the noble 
Earls opposite have taken that view, so 
also have right hon. Gentlemen and noble 
Lords who belong to what is called the 
free-food section of politics in this 
country. Your Lordships are no doubt 
aware that Sir M. Hicks Beach admitted 
in the strongest and most emphatic 
manner, not only that the state of trade 
was unsatisfactory, but that retaliation 
was an appropriate and becoming method 
of resisting the aggression of foreign 
powers and thereby improving the state 
of our trade. I was glad also to notice 
that the noble Duke who sits below the 
gangway, the Duke of Devonshire, not 
only admitted that there was a call for 
change, but he even went so far as to 
confess that his own view of retaliation 
had been modified since he left the 
Cabinet, and modified in the direction of 
thinking that retaliation was more useful 
than he had at that time thought. Speak- 
ing at Liverpool, he said that the policy 
of the Government might be summed up 
as asking for the power of negotiation 
and retaliation, and he went on to say that, 
while he did not believe so firmly as the 
Prime Minister did in the probable 
efficacy of such a policy, he was more 
disposed than before to approve of the 
object of that policy. 


Tue Duke or DEVONSHIRE: Yes, ' 


the object. 


*Ture Marquess or SALISBURY: I 
think the natural meaning of his words was 
that he saw more in the policy of retalia- 
tion than he had done at a previous period. 
I think I may sum up the situation as 
far as I have gone to this extent. It is 
admitted, practically on all hands, that the 


Earl Spencer. 
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| state of trade and especially the state of 


our export trade to protective countries 
is not satisfactory. Many of those who 
who do not see eye to eye with the 
Government are yet prepared to admit 
that there is something in the policy of 
retaliation, and I think that is a consider- 
able step forward. I venture to say 
that if anyone had been rash enough, two 
or three years ago, to have asked any of 
the noble Lords whose opinions I have 
quoted whether they would look, even to 
that extent, kindly upon the policy of 
retaliation, they would have repudiated 
such a suggestion. And when we find 
people blaming us for the extent to which 
the present agitation has gone—and I 
regret it equally with many of your 
Lordships—when they condemn it, I 
wonder whether they really put the blame 
altogether upon the right shoulders. 
Surely those statesmen sitting on both 
sides who obstinately shut their eyes to 
the obvious signs of the times, and, 
although they admit trade is bad, are 
determined that nothing will induce them 
to do anything to better it; who admit 
that the policy of foreign countries 
towards our own country is unfair, and 
yet will not stretch forth a finger to 
induce those foreign countries to give us 
better terms—I say that those statesmen 
are more responsible than anyone else for 
the length to which the present agitation 
has gone. People say it is all Mr. 
Chamberlain, but what nonsense; Mr. 
Chamberlain is a man of great eminence, 
but even a man of his great eminence 
could not produce the effect that has been 
produced unless public opinion had been 
undermined altogether already, and it has 
been undermined because there is a pro- 
found feeling of resentment at the manner 
in which we have been treated by foreign 
countries, and that resentment extends to 
all classes and is even more widely ex- 
tended in area than your Lordships are yet 
aware of. It is a determination that they 
will not sit quiet under such aggression, 
but they will resent and resist it with 
those weapons which come most readily to 
their hands. It is the unconvinced 
Toryism of noble Lords opposite which 
has brought us to this pass, it is their 
stick-in-the-mud policy, and their defence 
of the privileges and exactions of foreign 
countries, which have made such a large 
number of people in this country quite 


unmanageable, and has driven them to an 
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extremity of feeling which I, in common 
with noble Earls opposite, regret. 


[ do not wish to detain your Lordships 
too long, but I desire to say one or two 
words upon these specific arguments 
against the principles of retaliation which 
have been advanced by the noble Earl. 
He said that the imposition of retaliatory 
duties would give a fictitious value to 
certain industries, that it would lead to 
the investment of capital, which upon 
the remission of those duties would be 
jeopardised, and he said that was a serious 
blemish upon the policy of retaliation. I 
anticipate no such result frem the policy 
of the Government as that which has been 
forecast by the noble Earl. It would 
be the avowed policy of the Government, 
if they did impose retaliatory duties, that 
they were only to remain so long as was 
necessary in order to induce the country 
with which we were dealing to alter its 
tariff in our favour. I may retort upon 
the noble Earl that this fictitious value 
given to industry, and which leads to an 
investment of money which is thereby 
prejudiced, is precisely what happens in 
consequence of the bounties given by 
foreign countries. We had an instance of 
that only last year. At that time, as 
your Lordships well remember, we were 
engaged in considering the bounties upon 
sugar which had been granted by foreign 
European countries. One of the main 
objections to those bounties was that the 
industries which were created in con- 
sequence of those bounties rested upon a 
wholly fictitious basis. It was stated that 
the various industries which took advan- 
tage of bounty-fed sugar had grown very 
much, and that they had been established 
upon a basis which really was at the 
mercy of the foreign Power who gavethe 
bounties, and that when the proper time 
came and all opposition had been crushed 
out, the foreign country would remove 
the bounty, and having secured the 
monopoly of the raw material would then 
proceed to crush the industry which 
relied upon this fictitious foundation. 
Then, my Lords, there was another 
argument put forward by the noble Earl, 
who seemei to say that the high tariffs 
of a foreign country were a positive 
advantage to this country. He said 
‘there had been certain high tariffs im- 
posed by Germany, but I did not catch 


exactly when. It is not, however, diffi- 


eult to find an example of high tariff! 
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imposed by Germany. He contended 
that the consequence had been a great 
increase in the manufacture of a certain 
commodity, and he spoke of people 
working night and day in this country 
to throw that commodity into the Ger- 
man market just before that tariff came 
into force, and he seemed to think that 
that was a benefit to ourselves. In my 
opinion it is that very uncertainty of 
industry which is so bad for us. A 
sudden increase of that kind forcing 
an industry to work night and day’and 
inducing it to temporarily increase its 
plant to cope with the trade, is, in my 
opinion, precisely what ought to be 
avoided for the steady prosperous increase 
of any industry. 


*Tue Eart or CREWE: Lamafraid | 
have not made my argument clear. In 
1879, when the German tariff was about 
to come into operation, we worked 
night and day in Yorkshire to flood 
the German market with woollen goods 
before that tariff actually came into 
operation. Consequently I say that 
if we put on a tariff, during the period 
before this came into operation our 
market would be flooded by G rman goods, 
and the Germans would work day and 
night to come in with their goods before 
the tariff came into operation. It would 
consequently be some considerable time 
before the protected industry in England 
gained any advantage from the tariff we 
impose, and owing to that delay it 
might do damage to the industry to 
take the duty off at short notice. { 


*Tae Marquess or SALISBURY: 
It is quite evident from that argument 
that the advantage to Germany would 
only be of a very temporary character. 
I will not pursue that argument any 
farther, but I will go into rather close 
detail as to what might be the future 
methods we might adopt to cope with 
the difficulties which the noble Karl has 
suggested. The most important argu- 
ment which he used was that other 
countries had tried retaliation and that 
it had failed. I do not agree with the 
noble Earl, and if he will read more 
closely than he has apparently done, the 
history of the negotiations and actions of 
foreign countries in relation to tariffs 
with their nzighbours, he would not come 
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to that conclusion. One thing is quite 
certain, that every foreign country believes 
in retaliation. They all habitually use 
the method of retaliation for the purpose 
of securing advantages for their own 
industries. The noble Earl himself, I 
think, must agree that it isa very powerful 
weapon, for he seemed terrified, if I may 
use such a word, at the effect upon this 
country if other countries resented our 
retaliation. He declared that they would 
themselves respond to retaliation, and 
that the effect would be very formidable 
in this country. If he himself is aware, 
and quite rightly, that the action of 
foreign countries would have such an effect 
upon us as to be a motive, in his opinion, 
to govern our policy, why is it surprising 
that other countries should think the 
same? I am perfectly confident that 
other countries are watching the discus- 
sion in Parliament and the country with 
the greatest attention at this moment, 
and they are well aware that, com- 
manding as we do this great free market, 
it is in our power, by a_ judicious 
use of the weapon of retaliation, to 
inflict upon them penalties of a 
very severe character, penalties which 
they will be obliged to recognise and to 
give us better terms in consequence. So 
much for the specific grounds on which 
the noble Earl objects to retaliation in 
principle. 


There is another argument which has 
been used in this debate. I think the 
noble Earl, and certainly my noble friend 
who has just sat down, has said that 
if you only mean this by retaliation, 
why is it necessary for you to get what 
is called a mandate from the country? 
Why don’t you make your proposals to 
Parliament and have done with it? The 
question as to how great a departure from 
our previous practice, in regard to this 
policy of retaliation, is to be made isa 
matter of opinion. In my opinion it is 
a very large departure from our previous 
practice, but in order to show your Lord- 
ships how large a departure it is, let me 
consider a certain Act of Parliament to 
which I have alreary referred in my re- 
marks, Take the Sugar Convention 
question and the Sugar Convention Act. 
That is a very valuable precedent for the 
policy of His Majesty’s Government, but 
it does not go far enough, and I should 
like, if the House will bear with me for a 
moment or two, to explain why it does 


The Marquess of Salisbury. 
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not go far enough. In the first place, the 
Sugar Convention and its consequences 
did not depend upon the initiative of this 
country. The initiative was taken by 
foreign countries ; and I think it will be 
conceded that there is no reason what- 
ever why any policy of retaliation in this 
country should be so limited. There is 
no reason why we should wait for the 
initiative of foreign countries. Let me 
say also that, above all, it is important 
that this country should not be hampered 
by any such conditions in the policy of 
retaliation as that. The great thing, 
above everything else, is to persuade other 
countries that you are in earnest and able 
to use the weapon. It has always ap- 
peared to me that the greatest advantage 
of this policy of retaliation is more of a 
preventive than a cure. It is the 
knowledge which cther countries have or 
will have, supposing the Government 
are supported in this policy, that we are 
no longer passive in this matter, that we 
are able to resist, and that we are deter- 
mined, in certain circumstances, to resist, 
which will make them pause before they 
carry out a policy of commercial aggres- 
sion against us. There was another 
feature in the Sugar Convention. It 
was not merely thet the initiative did 
not come from us, but we did not act 
alone. We thought it necessary to wait 
until we had got other countries to act 
with us, before we used the weapon. 
That appears to me to be a wholly 
unnecessary limitation in regard to the 
power of retaliation. As has been re- 
marked in another place by Sir M. Hicks 
Beach, we saw, in the course of the 
discussion at Brussels, how very great the 
power of this country was. Your Lord- 
ships all know that, as a matter of fact, 
practically it was the power and influence 
of England which really carried the Sugar 
Convention through. Under these cir- 
cumstances it appears to us quite un- 
necessary, in the future, to wait for other 
countries to move. We should desire 
not only to be able to take the initiative 
ourselves but to act by ourselves 
upon our own strength and upon our 
own resources. Then again the Sugar 
Convention only had to do with bounties. 
It was only an agreement for the purpose 
of putting down bounties on sugar, but 
we should certainly, if we got authority 
from this country to use the weapon of 
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retaliation, use it not only against boun- 
ties but where need be and upon proper 
occasions against hostile tariffs as well. 
And lastly, the only weapon which the 
Sugar Convention permitted this country 
to use, or at any rate the only weapon 
which the Sugar Convention Act per- 
mitted us to use, was the weapon of 
prohibition, of total prohibition, which 
would evidently be inappropriate in most 
cases, and which therefore seems to me 
awholly unnecessary limitation upon this 
policy of retaliation. I daresay more of 
these could be pointed out, but I have 
pointed outa great number of particulars 
in which the precedent of the Sugar Con- 
vention and the Sugar Convention Act 
is wholly inadequate in order to carry out 
the policy. which His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment would have in view when they 
submit their policy to the country at 
the next general election. I think the 
precedent of the Sugar Convention Act 
which I have quoted, is valuable in another 
direction because it shows in a most 
emphatic form how anxiovs the Govern- 
ment were not, in any way, to interfere 
with the control of Parliament over the 
taxation and fiscal policy of this country. 
I do not ask your Lordships to take it 
from me that the Sugar Convention and 
its history describe the details or corres- 
pond to the details of the policy of retalia- 
tion such as His Majesty’s Government 
will put foryard. Probably it would 
have to go much further than that, but I 
think it does show that the Government 
were, last vear, fully aware of the necessity 
respecting the control of Parliament over 
taxation and that the same spirit which 
dictated our action then will dictate any 
other action which we may think it 
necessary to take in the future. 


My Lords, we have been asked, as I have 
said, why we do not submit aconcrete case 
toParliament? Such a procedure would 
no doubt have many advantages, but I 
think it wouldhave many disadvantagesas 
well. Howcan we enter into negotiations 
with foreign countries until we know what 
the true mind of this country is on the 
subject? I recollect, when I was at the 
Foreign Office, being instrumental in 
suggesting to the Government of Switzer- 
land that they should modify to some 
extent|a commercial tariff which they 
were then engaged in promulgating, and 
which was, in some of its articles, very 
disadvantageous to this country. As a 
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mere personal opinion, I ventured to point 
out that, ifthe aggressive policy of foreign 
countries continued, it was just possible, 
reading as I tried to do the signs of the 
times, that the patience of this country 
would be exhausted, and that a more 
vigorous reply might ultimately be ex- 
pected. But the Swiss Government did 
not believe what we said. IfIremember 
rightly, they almost laughed at the idea. 
They said “Oh, Great Britain will never 
depart from the placid attitude which has 
become the greatest characteristic of its 
commercial policy, and we shall pay no 
attention whatever to your remonstrances 
or to your anticipations.” It is precisely 
that view, upon the Continent, which is so 
dangerous to the industries of this country. 
That is the reason why before entering 
into negotiations the Government desire 
to have the country behind them. 


Policy. 


My Lords, that is, therefore, the policy 
which we shall submit tothe electors. We 
may fail, my Lords. If we fail, then 
another Government will take our place, 
and right hon. Gentlemen and noble Lords 
opposite will have to deal with the 
difficult state of trade which they them- 
selves have admitted. They will have 
to find some other remedy for the reduc- 
tion of hostile tariffs if they reject the 
one we have submitted. But if we 
succeed, my Lords, if we succeed at the 
general election, whenever that may be, 
then we shall be in a position to speak with 
our enemies in the gate, and we shall have 
behind us, not merely the good wishes 
and support of the Conservative and 
Unionist Party, but also the emphatic 
declaration of the electors at the poll 
that they no longer will accept the per- 
fectly passive attitude, but are prepared 
to support the Government in a policy of 
negotiation, and a policy of retaliation, 
not as a matter of bluff, but as a real 
and effective weapon, to be used upon 
such occasions as may properly offer. 


My Lords, it is in that spirit that we 
must oppose a Resolutien, of which the 
obvious intention is to hamper the 
Government, in the future, in carrying out 
the policy which they have avowed, an1 
we propose to substitute forit the Resolu- 
tion I have read to the House, which 
recymmends in the fullest terms the 
complete and effective control of Parlia- 
ment, but repudiates the limitations 
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which the noble Earl seeks to place upon 
the proceedings of a future Parliament. 


Amendment moved— 


**To leave out the words after ‘that’ for the 
purpose of inserting the following words, 
‘This House, while affirming the consti- 
tutional doctrine that all fiscal arrangements 
of this country must be subject to the full and 
effective control of Parliament over taxation, 
is not prepared to lay down rules for the 
guidance of future Parliaments as to the exact 
method in which such control should be 
exercised by them in cases which may hereafter 
rise.’ ””—(The Marquess of Salisbury.) 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, I 
am glad to think that, at the outset of 
what I am about to say, I am able to 
voice the opinion of the whole House 
when I say that itis with great pleasure 
and interest that we have listened to the 
speech of the noble Marquess who has just 
spoken. It is his first speech, delivered 
from the same place from which we so 
often heard his distinguished father. My 
Lords, the noble Marquess’s father has, 
and long will have, a strong hold on the 
memory and affection of this House. The 
noble Marquesscomes to this House with 
a strong prepossession in his favour, anc 
I can wish him no more than that he may 
attain, in some large measure, to the fame 
and reputation which his father gained 
in this House. 





Now, my Lords, I am glad also to be 
able to welcome the noble Marquess as a 
free - trader. He has made a most 
distinct declaration that he, at any rate, 
is not in favour of protection. He even 
went so far to say that it would make 
everything dearer. Well, there again I 
am in agreement with him. But I cannot 
quite agree with him in what he went 
on to say—nam ly, that it would make 
no ‘ne richer. I believe, onthe contrary, 
that some favoured persons would be 
richer, and that, with the exception of 
there favoured classes, the rest 0! the popu- 
lation of this country would be considerably 
poorer. My Lords, the noble Marquess 
then went on to find fault with my noble 
friend Lord Crewe for calling upon His 
Majesty’s Government to define their 
proposals, and said that, in spite of his 
having made that appeal, he had pro- 
ceeded to criticise proposals which were 
not those of His Majesty’s Government. 
i do not think any lume attaches to my 
neble friend for having taken that course, 
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because he, like the rest of us, is in that 
position. We really have not the 
faintest conception what the proposals of 
Government are. The noble Marquess 
told us that, in due course, the proposals 
of His Majesty’s Government would be 
announced, and that they would be 
announced after the next general election ; 
that when the noble Marquess and his 
friends were returned to power they 
would then be good enough to come down 
to Parliament and say what they pro- 
posed to do. That seems to.me to be 
one of the most extraordinary proposals 
to put before the country, that I ever 
heard of. My own idea is that if their 
proposals are not made a little clearer 
before the general election takes place, 
then the noble Lords will have a very 
small chance of being in a position to 
declare these proposals to an expec- 
tant Parliament after the general election 
has taken place. Then the noble 
| Marquess said that my noble friend was 
rather presumptuous in bringing th’s 
| Resolution before the House, because it 
did not pertain to subjects which were 
| generally brought before the House. 1 
entirely repudiate that proposition. Isay 
| that there is nothing that affects the coun- 
| try that is not, and cannot be, brought 
| before the House, and upon which* the 
| decision of this House cannot be taken. 
| It is perfectly true that we in this House 
| cannot make changes in a money Bill, but 
| we can reject a money Bill, and I think 
| that one of the very objects of my noble 
| friend’s Resolution is to retain to this 
House the power to reject any of these 
proposals, if they are brought before it, 
| because he asks that each one of these 
proposals should be separately brought 
before Parliament. It would be per- 
fectly open to this House to reject any 
one of these proposals if it were brought 
before the House separately. I quite 
admit that there would be a difficulty if 
the proposals are to be brought up in a 
lump, in a single money Bill once in a 
year; then, I think, this House is damni- 
fied. { think my noble friend is there- 
fore quite right in asking for separate 
proposals. 

I am afraid that I am somewhat 
incapable of criticising the Amend- 
ment, which the noble Marquess has 
moved, as I have not read its terms. So 
far as I was able to gather its purport, 
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it seemed to me, to leave the whole 
subject absolutely open. It professes 
to reserve the full effective control of 
Parliament, but at the same time the 
Government is not prepared to declare 
any policy whatever. In fact, what the 
Resolution asks for is that the present 
Government should be given a blank 
cheque in order to propose what they like 
at some future time, after a general elec- 
tion has taken place. My Lords, the noble 
Marquess stated that all of us on these 
Benches, we who have spoken here and in 
the other House, are against retaliation. 
I believe we are against retaliation. But 
the noble Marquess differs entirely in his 
opinion from the noble Marquess wholeads 
this House and who is sitting next to him 
on the Government Bench. I remember 
on the first day of the present session the 
noble Lord (the Marquess of Lansdowne) 
taunted us with the fact that in all our 
speeches we had kept a saving clause with 
regard to retaliation, and that he had 
noticed that that particular saving clause 
was the one received with the 
most vociferous cheering on the part of 
our friends. This is only another case of 
the extreme difference of opinion which 
exists on all sorts of subjects between the 
noble Lords on the opposite Benches. My 
Lords, the noble Marquess said that all 
these troubles and all this agitation pro- 
ceeded not from the Government, not from 
the friends of tae Government, but entirely 
from what he was pleased to call the 
unconvinced Toryism of we who sit on 
this Bench and our friends. I admit that 
our Toryism is of a very unconvinced 
character. I want to know how the noble 
Marquess can pretend to throw upon us the 
responsibility of all these things, when he 
and his friends, who have been in office 
since 1886, for fifteen out of eighteen 
years, have had an opportunity of realising 
what the dangers were, and what the fear- 
ful injuries done to us by foreign nations 
were, and yet, having had all this time to 
realise that, will not tell us even now what 
remedy they propose, but tell us to wait 
till after the general election takes place 
upon some issue. I suppose we are to be 
a'lowed to place the issue before the elec- 
tors. I really must again press to know 
what is the Government policy. So far 
as I am able to judge it may be described 
as Quot homines, tot sententie—so many 
Ministers, so many opinions. My Lords 
we have tried very hard to find out what 
are the opinions of the Government 
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and of His Majesty’s Ministers. It is 
not for me to enter into the domestic 
quarrels of the Government. I know it 
is a dangerous thing to intervene in do. 
mestic quarrels. Generally the quarrelers 
agree to fall onthe people who intervene. 
That is a very good way of bringing about 
a certain reconciliation, so t am not 
attempting to intervene. But this I do 
know, that the effect of these quarrels or 
differences has been to strew the Back 
Benches of the two Houses of Parliament 
with Cabinet Ministers, very much the 
same as you see a lawn strewn with leaves 
after an autumn gale. And yet there 
Ministers strewn about the two Houses 
are not amongst the leaders least trusted 
by the people, not amongst the least able, 
and not amongst the least experienced. 
My Lords, when we can remember that 
there are some eight or nine Ministers 
strewn about the two Houses who have 
been colleagues of the present Cabinet 
Ministers, it does seem to me that it is 
natural that the thought should arise in 
one’s mind that if, as we say in Scotland, 
there has been a “ purging of the roll,” at 
least the Ministers who are left should 
have one mind and might be in a position 
to state clearly what their policy is 


We have had no opportunity of hearing 
in the Houses of Parliament what the 
Prime Minister's opinion is. J am sorry for 
that, and still more sorry for the reason 
of it. But we do know that he declared 
in favour of the reversal of the fiscal 
system which has obtained during the 
past fifty year. It is said that the Prime 
Minister does not favour protection, but 
I should have thought that protection was 
very mach involved in a proposal to 
reverse the fiscal system of the past fifty 
years. He takes the very period during 
which the free-trade system has been in 
force, for that system was introduced 
fifty yearsago. It is, therefore, evidently 
the free-trade system that the Prime 
Minister proposes to reverse, and we are 
justified in believing that until he proves 
the contrary by producing another policy 
which does nct contain the idea of pro 
tection. We have not had matters made 
much clearer by the proceedings during 
the long debate in the House of Commons. 
During that debate the President of the 
Board of Trade made a strong free-trade 
speech, something in the tenor of that the 
noble Marquis has just delivered. But 
he was shortly afterwards thrown over by 
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his own Under-Secretary, who made a| 
strong protectionist speech. We have | 
seen Ministers standing on protectionist | 
platforms in the country and actually | 
attacking those who had been their own | 
friends as to their free-trade opinions. | 
One of those Ministers made a speech in | 
the House of Commons, and from that I 
really could not make out what his own 
personal opinion was. Then we had the 
new Colonial Secretary, who proved him. 
self an out and out protectionist. We then 
had a speech, the set-off, from the Irish 
Secretary, who declared the policy of the 
Government to be a great departure, not 
from the traditions of free trade, but 
from the routine of Budget-making. My 
Lords, what does he mean by a departure 
from the routine of Budget-making ? 
That is a cryptic saying on which I shall 
be glad to receive some enlightenment. 
Then we finally had the Home Secretary 
declaring himself to be in favour of free 
trade. The Government has been asked 
its policy on the most important ques- 
tion which has been before the country for 
the past fifty years, and all I can say of 
ite utterances is that it either cannot or 
will not reply. It is then left to us to 
conclude what their policy is in the best 
way we can from these varying utterances. 


If I may paraphrase a sentence of the | 
me, not to the poverty but to the wealth of 


main agitator, the main cause of this 
casus teterrima belli, I might say : “ Colonial 
preferences are ‘gone; taxes on food are 
gone ; retaliation is threatened.” And, 
my Lords, where is it more proper to 
raise the question of retaliation than in 
this House, where stands the champion of 
retaliation—the would-be owner of the 
big revolver. The noble Marquess is 
hardly suited to figure as a good Claude 
Duval. I do not think he would find 
the attire of a highwayman, ready to pro- 
duce his pistol to some foreign country 
and call for their money or their lives— 
I do not think he would find that position 
a very comfortable one, or one that would 
fit his figure. I am tempted to give the 
noble Marquis my own personal first 
experience of a big revolver. Many 
years ago—-more than thirty years ago— 
I went off on an expedition to America. I 
was going into a wild part of the country, 
and was given a beautiful and big new 
revolver by an affectionate relative of 
mine. I went first to stay with the 
Seventh Cavalry on the plain, and was 
then going to the wild part of the moun- 
tains in Colorado. I was very proud of 
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this revolver, and showed it with great. 
pride to one of my triends in the Seventh 
Cavalry, explaining how valuable it 
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would be when I got into the 
wilds of the mountains, He looked at it 
and said— 

‘*Guess I should not take that with you,” 


Iasked why. He said— 


“It will be of no good to you. A revolver 
is only of good to a man who is prepared to 
shoot first, and you will not use it. The 
effect of showing it would be that the man 
would shoot ycu, because he would shoot at. 
you first.” 

I left that revolver with my cavalry 
friend and went into the mountains and 
was very safe. If the noble Marquis 
will apply the moral of that anecdote to 
his ministerial duties he will find in the 
end it will be the safest and best course 
for him and the country too. But, my 
Lords, 1 do protest against these various 
warlike figures we are all so fond of using. 
I admit having used them myself, but I 
think they are entirely out of place when 
we are discussing a question of com- 
merce. I would rather take the line 
followed only last year at the Iron and 
Steel Institute by the Prime Minister 
himself. He said— 


‘* The riches of one nation conduce, believe 


another nation, and if we could double or 
treble, by the stroke of a fairy wand,, the 
wealth of every other nation of the world but 
our own, depend upon it our nation would 
greatly benefit by the process.” 


I think that is a much better spirit to 
work in when dealing with other nations, 
rather than adopting the warlike similes 
and actions of retaliation. As a matter 
of fact retaliation does not reject nor does 
it even bar the way to full protection. 
On the contrary, I hold that retaliation 
is absolutely the path towards protection ; 
that it is its very forerunner. Whether 
you call it protection, or colonial prefer- 
ence, or retaliation, they all mean the 
same thing—they all mean the restriction 
of our markets. Surely that is not what 
is to the advantage of this country; 
surely it is better for the British manu- 
facturer to have as many customers as 
possible in every part of the world; 
surely it is better for him to be able to 
buy and sell in unrestricted markets all 
over the world; surely it is better for 
the consumer to do the same; and surely 
it is better for the producer, equally, to 
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have as many markets as possible open | supply you get from your colonies. How 


to him. My Lords, to sum up, it is | 
better to have a free market rather than | 
a tied market. 


| mecessary to ask for? If 


My Lords, there is one other point. | 
Retaliation, it seems to me, involves the | 
taxation of food just as much as protection 
or colonial preference do. For retalia- 
tion to be effective it must be put in force 
against the principal exports of that 
particular country against which action 
is proposed to be taken. My noble friend 
has already given figures regarding 
Russia and America, but Mr. Wyndham, 
the other night, put the case very clearly. 
He said that hostile tariffs ranged from 25 
per cent. in Germany to 75 per cent, in the 
United States and 131 per cent. in Russia. 
Surely if you are going to begin to 
retaliate against any nation, if you are to 
take this action against any nation at all, 
you will have to begin against those 
particular nations which have the greatest 
amount of duty imposed on your goods. 
These nations are Russia and the United 
States, and, as my noble friend has 
shown, the proportion of manufactured 
goods sent to us from Russia is practically 
ml, whilst the proportion sent from 
America is not 10 per cent. I think it 
seems only common sense to ask you to 
admit that if you are going to effectively 
use retaliation against Russia or the 
United States you must use it by impos- 
ing duties on raw materials or food sent 
to us by those two countries. But if 
that is attempted away goes your repudia- 
tion of the idea of putting a tax on your 
foodstuffs. And if you are going to tax 
your foodstuffs you are going to adopt a 


) very serious and, I believe, a most injurious 
) course. 


Taking the average of the last 
five years, it appears that you only take 
from your Empire about one-fifth of the 
whole of your wheat and flour—some 
19,000,000 ewts. from your colonies and 
dependencies as against a total of 
100,000,000 ewts. Though you get this 
amount from your colonies it is practically 
pa from a single colony that you can 
ly get a good supply. India and 
Australia and Canada send us foodstuffs. 
Bnt you cannot rely on India and 
Australia, for in India a famine will cause 
the whole of the produce there to be used | 
up, while in Australia they are subject 
todroughts. Therefore it is only from | 
a that you can depend upon getting a | 
regular supply. One-fifth of your food | 
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long will it take for you to make up from 
your Empire the remaining four-fifths 


| which have to be obtained and which it is 


| pes leave the 


‘question of bread stuffs and come to meat 


| the case is even stronger still, Although 


the importation of bread stuffs and wheat 
has about doubled in the last thirty years, 
the importation of meat has quadrupled, 
the figures being 14°6 lbs. per head in the 
year 1872, as against 56°6 lbs. per head 
in 1902, And of all this meat there is 
barely a one-sixth part that comes from 
your Empire. Considering that here in 
this country you get three-fourths of your 
bread stuffs from abroad and two-thirds of 
your general food supply from abroad, 
surely it is the same sense of self-preser- 
vation and self-interest that should secure 
that these products should be brought 
into the country as cheaply and from as 
many different parts of the world as 
possible. 


My Lords, it is said that this policy of 
protection is going tu increase employ- 
ment ; it is said to be going to relieve 
distress in this country. But do we find 
that employment is greater and that 
distress is less in the countries whom we: 
are now invited to copy? Let us take 
Germany and France. Prove your case ; 
show us that in Germany, that in France, 
employment is more regular ; show that 
there is less distress. Can you do so? 
Show that the wages are higher. Take 
the very Blue-book you have laid on the 
Table of the House. There you will see 
proved to demonstration that wages in 
both France and Germany are lower, and 
considerably lower, than they are here. 
You will find it also proved as distinctly 
that the prices of all the necessaries of 
life to the workmen here in this country 
are lower than they are to the workmen 
in Germany and France. It is not only 
the fact that the British workman gets 
a higher wage; he not only gets more 
shillings every week but mor2 shillings buy 
more goods than the shilling of the French 
or German workman. My Lords, the Blue- 
book further shows you that, during the 
last thirty years, the change in the price 
of commodities in this country has been 
no less than this, that that which cost 
£100 in the year 1871 can now be bought 
for £78 16s. Now about the question of 
regularity of employment. There you 
have, just as before, a cry of distress and. 
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have in London, and even greater. I 


know that the figures for Germany 
‘cannot be exactly given, but all our 
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want of employment in Berlin as you | capitalists will lose their money, and the 
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workmen, and all trade adjuncts, will be 
thrown out of work, but they will no 


| longer be able to compete with the Ger- 


‘Consuls and other authorities report that | man article, which will again come in'with- 
the amount of distress and non-employ- | out duty. I say the evils of intermittent 


ment in Germany is very large indeed, 
and they also report that the consequences 


of that distress is great agitation and | 


great unrest amongst the poorer popula- 
tion of Germany. In the case of France, 


we are in a better position to judge, | 


because there they have the same sort of 
returns from the various trades unions as 
we have in this country. Taking these 


returns you find that undoubtedly in, 


France there is a want of employment 
which is double that shown by the 
Board of Trade trades unions returns in 
England, and you also see, if this be the 
ease in these countries which have 
adopted protection as a permanent rule, 
as their rule, that it will be a 
great deal worse here if we adopt the 
intermittent form of protection which 
you will adopt if you adopt retaliatory 
measures under such conditions as you 
propose. I understand your proposal is 
this. You are only to use retaliatory 
powers not for permanent, not for pro- 
tective purposes, but only in order to 
induce foreign countries to lower their 
duties on the goods you send to them. 
What will be the effect of that operation ? 
Suppose you put a duty on a particular 
manufactured article that comes from 
Germany into this country—a heavy 
duty—in order to obtain certain ad- 
vantages from Germany. The result of 


that is that you encourage in this country | 


the manufacture >f that particular article 
on which you have to pay a duty in 
Germany, and from that date you raise 
the price of the imported article from 
Germany. The result would be that the 
trade in that particular article in this 


country would be encouraged ; that men | 
would be called in to that particular-sort | 


of manufacture ; that capital would 
be put into it and factories would 
be built for it. Let us suppose that 


at the end of five or six years your 
retaliatory duty is successful and that 
Germany takes off the duty against which 
you aimed the retaliatory step. I suppose 
that then you would take off the re- 
taliatory duty. The result will be 
that you will destroy the very 
manufacture you have built up in this 
-artificial manner in this country. The 
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protection are more likely to prove worse 
than the evils of regular protection which 
can be counted upon to go on as part of the 
general commercial system of the country. 


My Lords, after all, this policy of re- 
taliation is not anew one. It is nothing 
that we did not know al! about, It has 
been customary in this country in the 
past ; it is customary in different countries 
all over the world, And what has been 
the result of the experience that we have 
had of retaliation? My contention is 
that, in the case of all Continental nations, 
they have never procured the privileges 
of retaliation without impoverishing the 
people of their own country. It may be 
said—-Is there a method by which you ean 
adopt the policy of retaliation without 
having the evils which have attached to 
it in the past, and which attach to it 
still in other countries? If so, let it 
be offered to us, let it be explained by 
His Majesty's Government how they 
propose to mitigate the evils or avoid 
the evils which have been bound to 
result from retaliation when applied in 
so many foreign countries. There are two 
or three questions I should like to put to 
His Majesty’s Government. I should 
like to know for how long you intend to 
impose these retaliatory measures, Yqu 
deny that you intend to put them ona: 
permanent protective duties. Surely 
there must be some term to which you 
will limit the duty. Will it be five years 
or ten years or fifteen years or twenty’ 
years? How long do you propose ta 
leave on these duties, supposing a foreigt 


country does not fall in with your way; 


of thinking? For if you are proposing 


simply proposing a protective measure 
What are you going to do in this matte 
with regard to your own colonies? | 
seems difficult to find any foreign countr 
more determined than our own colonie 
/to exclude British manufactured gobdd 
‘in favour of goods they can_possibl 
/manufacture for themselves. We ha 
heard a great deal about this from th 
| Colonies, but we have never yet heard ¢ 
|any offer having been made by then 
| which would show that they were willin 





to leave them on continuously you are 
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to take the duties off British goods in 
order to allow them into ths Colonies, at 
the risk of*injuring colonial manu- 
facturers. Unless you can clear up some 
of these difficulties, unless you can show 
that the difficulties which are pointed out 
can be avoided, you cannot expect to get 
thefree hand to deal with retaliation, which 

ou are asking for. I think it would be 
difficult to find any set of statesmen who 
will be trusted by the nation with a blank 
cheque in this respect, unless they are 

repared to come boldly into the open 
and state fully and explicitly the details 
of the policy which the country is asked 
to adopt. 


*Lorp HYLTON: My Lords, I should 
be very loth on any occasion to take up the 
time of the House, and especially at this 
hour, therefore I will only delay your 
Lordships a very few moments. But if 


ever an occasion justified it, I think it is | 


the present crisis. ‘There has been pro- 
posed, not by His Majesty’s Government, 
but by a powerful party in the country, a 
complete reversal of the fiscal policy 
which has obtained in this country for 
the last two generations. New organi- 
sations, my Lords, have sprung up all 
over the country both in favour of this 
new policy and against this new policy. 
A Cabinet has broken up on this subject 
and His Majesty's present advisers do not 
hold altogether identical opinions upon 
it. Therefore, my Lords, I think 
that private Menfbers are entitled to say 
a few words and to justify their votes by 
some expression of their opinion, I am 
not going back to the controversies of 1846 
nor will I attempt to speak on the argu- 
ments for or against protection or free 


trade that were brought forward at that | 


time, if for this reason alone that the pre- 
dictions of that day have been completely 
falsified on both sides. Some of 
the free-trade party at that time pre- 
dicted that, once we had free trade 
in this country, every other nation would 
follow in our suit. They were wrong. 
The Tories at that day predicted that if 
free trade was adopted universal ruin 
would befall the country, and they too 
were wrong. And no oneat that time, my 
Lords, foresaw the great changes that 
would be caused by the gold discoveries 


which took place shortly after the intro- | 


duction of free trade. The fact is that 
the general improvement in the condition 
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| of the people of this country since 1846. 
_ has been too marked, and the general in- 
‘crease in the prosperity of these king- 
_doms has been too evident to require any 
/dwelling on. One exception to that 
general prosperity there does unfortu- 
nately exist ; the profits of agriculture 
have unfortunately diminished since 
that date, and many of your Lord- 
ships, I might say all<of you, 
regret that circumstance very much. 
But I cannot admit that that cir- 
cumstance detracts from the truth of my 
statement that the general prosperity of 
this country has been widely increased 
since the year 1846, and that, if not 
entirely, it is mainly due to the adoption 
_of the principle of free imports introduced 
by Sir Robert Peel, extended by Mr. 
Gladstone, and supported by every Chan- 
cellor of theExchequer, and by every Gov- 
ernment, Conservative or Liberal,since that 
date. I believe further, my Lords, that. 
the internal tranquillity of these kingdoms 
during the long reign of our late revered 
Queen was largely due to the ameliora- 
tion of the condition of the people, 
for when the people, the bulk of 
the working classes, find that their 
condition is ) Fae ameliorated in every 
possible way, they are not anxious to seek 
great political changes. Therefore I 
think I may claim further that the main- 
tenance ofjthe Constitution of the kingdom 
since 1846, in practically its ancient in- 
tegrity, has been largely due to the benefits 
derived from free trade. 


Policy. 


Believing the truth of these statements, 
yet I, in common with all my fellow- 
countrymen, have watched with the 
greatest interest the campaign that 
has been started in the country by 
Mr. Chamberlain and by his  sup- 
porters. He urges protection on the 
country on four great grounds as I under- 
stand. In the first place Mr. Chamberlain 
claims that certain interests and certain 
industries have been entirely ruined. 
In the second place he claims that what is 
called the balance of trade is against this. 
country. In the third place he has 
pointed out the evils of dumping ; and in 
the fourth place he has urged the great 
necessity for this country of keeping our 
‘colonial markets. My Lords, I will 
endeavour to deal with each of these 
four points. As regards the ruin of 
| certain industries which has undoubtedly 
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taken “seit am sure your Lordships,every- 
one of you, will sympathise very deeply 
with the ruin of any industry. Nothing 
can be a more melancholy sight, in my 
opinion, than to see deserted workshops, 
rusting machinery, roofless cottages,and a 
general air of desolation where at one 
time a whole population has lived and 
flourished. But, my Lords,I think .t in 
every age and in every country certain 
industries have decayed and perished. In 
one instance it may be the forces of nature 
that have caused the ruin of an industry, 
in another case it may be the caprices of 
fashion. I do not know whether any of 
your Lordships are acquainted with the 
region of the Mendip Hills. There for 
hundreds of years thousands of men 
enjoyed prosperity through working in the 
lead mines. That region is now still and 
deserted. Look at Sussex, where, in 
former days, the chief iron industry of 
the country was established. Look 
at Norfolk, where, in the middle ages, 
a great population obtained a liveli- 
hood by means of the wool trade. 
I remember, my Lords, a striking passage 
in a speech of the late Lord Salisbury in 
which he alluded to decaying nations. 
And as there are decaying nations so there 
are decaying industries and ever have 
been. In the days of protection 
certain industries decayed and_per- 
ished. When guns came in armour 
went out. The railways of course, my 
Lords, killed stage coaches, and one of the 
great arguments used in Parliament 
against the legislative sanction of 
Parliament being given to railways was 
that it would undoubtedly bring ruin upon 
whole classes of the community connected 
with stage coaches, country inns, the 
breeding of horses, and so on. I can- 
not admit that the extinction of single 
industries can he considered a_ valid 
argument for abolishing the whole 
system of free imports. I then come 
to the argument advanced as to the 
balance of trade being against us. It is, 
I understand, argued that the imports 
into this country largely exceed the 
exports ; that thereby a great deal of the 
trade of this country must inevitably be 
in a suffering state. In the eighteenth 
century this theory was advanced of 
the balance of trade and that if imports 
were larger than exports it was bad for 
a‘country. That theory was advanced 
in the eighteenth century, but I believe 
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that ever since that time political econo- 
mists of all shades of opinion have come 
to the conclusion that it was entirely a 
fallacious theory. It struck me with 
some surprise that this antiquated theory 
should have been exhumed by the advo- 
cates of protection in the present 
campaign. 


My Lords, coming to the question of 
dumping, of course if raw materials for 
any industry can be dumped into this 
country so much the better for the manu- 
facturers. As to the dumping of finished 
articles, if that did threaten ruin to any 
of our industries I should gladly see the 
adoption by any Government of measures 
of exceptional legislation against it. Then 
as to the question of keeping our colonial 
markets. Everyone must value to the 
highest degree the trade with our colonies, 
but the noble Lord, Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh, put so clearly the difficulties 
that would attend any system of givin 
preference to colonial imports, that i 
need not dwell upon them. I think 
from these four arguments of the pro- 
tectionists that their contentions are 
inadequate. But even granting that 
they were adequate what would be the 
effect of the tariffs that are proposed 
by the protectionists? The effect on 
the general body of consumers of a 
general tariff would, of course, be, asI 
think would be admitted by noble Lords 
on both sides of this House, to increase 
the price of every article and injure the 
general body of consumers. What would 
be the effect of a tariff on the pro- 
ducers of this country? Any bene- 
fit that the producers might gain in one 
pocket they would lose in the other, for 
it must not be forgotten that every pro- 
ducer is at the same time a consumer. 
As regards the effect of tariffs on revenue, 
I cannot see that any great benefit is to 
be, anticipated, for an integral portion 
of Mr. Chamberlain’s scheme is to reduce 
the duties on tea and sugar, and the 
revenue would thereby lose what it 
might gain from the import duties. My 
Lords, I come to another point. It was 
urged that if these tariffs could be 
brought into effect that wages would rise 
in the country. Where, I ask, is the 
increased wage fund to come from? ,. , 4 


Wilf, my Lords, I cannot for a moment 
range myself on the side of Mr. 
Chamberlain and his proposals, I see no 
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reason whatever for not giving my vote 
on behalf of His Majesty’s Government. 
The Government, as I understand, propose 
no tax on foodstuffs, and no colonial 
preference, and I think it has been 
stated in another place, no general 10 
per cent. import duty on manufactured 
articles. Whilst, therefore, in the main, I : 
ama supporter of free-trade principles, yet 
I see no reason why I should not, when 
His Majesty’s Government have brought 
forward in detail their measures of 
retaliation, give my hearty and cordial 
support to such measures. The noble 
Lord opposite who last spoke, warned the 
noble Marquess of the dangerous effects 
of using revolvers in a careless manner, but 
I think that the foreign revolver has been 
let off at us so continually already that we 
are fully justified in making reprisals, as 
we were not the first ~~ to shoot. 
We have been peppered over and over 
again by the foreign revolvers, I 
admit that there are, of course, great 
difficulties in the way of retaliation. 
Noble Lords opposite have stated that, 
and, I think, the noble Marquess has 
admitted it. The cases of Russia and 
the United States have been quoted. 
They are the two countries whose 
tariffs are the highest against us, 
and they send to us almost entirely 
food stuffs. It would be very difficult, 
I think, to sees how we are to retaliate 
against them. I have seen British ship | 
after British ship passing up the Bos- 
phorus towards Odessa with their hulls 
high out of the water, with no cargo be- | 
cause it was very difficult for us to export | 
anything into Russia on account of the 
enormous tariff against us. They came | 
back laden heavily with foodstuffs and 
raw materials for England. There is a, 
great deal of difficulty in sreting eel 
ation to those tariffs and also those of 
the United States. The noble Lords 
opposite made it a great reproach against | 
the Government that they had not fully 
disclosed what their intentions are, and | 
that a division of opinion seems to exist 
among Ministers. I believe that the | 
Government are fully entitled not to be | 
called upon to disclose their plans at. 
present. And that on historical grounds, | 
my Lords. From the beginnin 
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remained an open question very largely. 
Lord Melbourne, for instance, was strongly 
opposed to the repeal of the Corn Laws, 
and many of his colleagues were in favour 
of it. In Lord Palmerston’s last Govern- 
ment he was absolutely opposed to, and- 
refused to entertain, any idea of Parlia- 
mentary reform, when his first lieutenant, 
Mr. Gladstone, and others were strongly in 
favour of it. I do not think, my Lords, 
that it can be fairly brought against the 
Government that it is an absolutely new 
and unprecedented situation that on one 
subject the details of their scheme should 
not yet be brought before Parliament. 
This question, I understand, is to be treated 
as the noble Marquesssaid, as a vote of confi- 
dence in the Government, and I shall most 
cordially and cheerfully go into the lobby 
in support of the Government. 


Policy. 


Lorp BYRON: My Lords, like the 
noble Lord who has just,sat down, I pro- 
pose to trouble your Lordships for a few 
moments only. I should not have done 
so but for a remark which fell from the 
noble Lord the Marquess of Salisbury. 
It is a remark, my Lords, that has been 
widely circulated for some time, and one 
which, no doubt, he has taken up with the 
rest. He says that this question of recipro- 
city is likely to be the only one before the 
country at the next general election. 
May I ask the noble Marquess how he 
knows that 4 


THE Marquess or SALISBURY: If 
the noble Lord will allow me, what I said 
was that retaliation was the policy which 
His Majesty’s Government would submit 
to the electors at the next general 
election. 


LorD BYRON : How does the noble 
Marquess know that it will be the only 
question before the country ? 


THE Marqugss oF SALISBURY: I 
do not think that I said that. 


LorD BYRON : Justo; let us assume 
that the Liberal Party bring forward a 
question. Let us suppose it is the question 
of Parliamentary reform. Where would 
the retaliation policy be then? I do not 
be heard of at all. But 
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so the Government to-day should be 
allowed to take just as long time as they 
chose to bring forward the details of their 
policy. I saw that stated only the other 
day in a speech in the House of Commons. 
Suppose, my Lords, on this question of 
reciprocity, that we take the statement of 
one of their own professors. Professor 
Ashley says the question will be discussed 
for a whole generation. Are we to wait 
a whole generation while the question of 
reciprocity is agitated. As the House is 
now rapidly emptying, and I understand 
that the noble Lord below me (Lord 
Ribblesdale) desires to move the adjourn- 
ment, I do not propose to detain the 
House any longer. It only occurred to 
me that this question was one which 
might be well considered by His 
Majesty’s Government. 


Lorp RIBBLESDALE: On behalf of 
my noble friend Lord Brassey, I beg to 
move that the House do adjourn till nine 
o'clock. 


On Question Motion agreed to, and 
Sitting suspended till Nine o’clock. 


*Lorp BRASSEY: The fiscal con- 
troversy embraces a wide field and may 
be approached from many points of 
view. Its colonial aspects are neces- 
sarily of the deepest interest to those who 
have served in responsible positions in the 
Colonies. Ido not propose to offer any 
observations on that part of the subject. 
They will come more fittingly on the 
Motion of my hon. friend and former 
colleague in Australia, Lord Beauchamp. 
In the present debate we deal with re- 
taliation. Why is retaliation, or perhaps, 
to speak more correctly, protect‘on, 
pressed at this time, an urgent and vital 
necessity ? It is said that, in the race of pro- 
gress, we have failed to keep pace with our 
industrial rivals, and that atsome not far 
distant time we shall be left behind in 
the race. uring the last quarter of a 
century the condition of British trade and 
the progress of foreign countries has 
been closely watched by the Board of 
Trade. Every five years we have had 
their impartial and authoritative reports, 
and in each of those reports testimony 
is borne to our commanding position. 
In the last report, presented two sessions 
ago, as in the first, we are assured that 
we.still preponderate greatly as a country 
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manufacturing for export. In consider- 
ing the relative progress of British and 
foreign trade we have to consider the 
state and condition of industries at the 
dawn of free trade. Perhaps I may venture 
in this connection to refer to my traditions 
and my early recollections. They carry 
me back to the commencement of rail- 
way enterprise in France. At that 
time our nearest neighbour was far be- 
hind us in nearly every branch of in- 
dustry. The first railways and the first 
locomotives constructed in France were 
constructed by English workmen. Sucha 
state of thingscould not continue. Weall 
recognise the industrial ability of France. 
If for a time the progress in France 
exceeded our own, it would not 
justify those pessimistic views regarding 
ourselves. The rise of industries n 
Germany came later, as the result of 
German unity, assisted by the payment 
of the large war indemnities. When 
Germany woke up the progress made was 
by leapsand bounds. The start was made 
with every advantage, with a full know- 
ledge of our inventions and our methods, 
and with all the experience of long 
established industries elsewhere. Of 
late Germany has not done more than 
hold her own with the United Kingdom. 
Perhaps I may be allowed to refer 
to the figures in the Blue-book. ‘The 
exports of manufactures for the last 
five years are given in the Blue-book: 
1896, £115,000,000 ; 1901, £144,600,000. 
To Germany and the United Kingdom the 
increase is precisely the same, namely, 
£29,600,000, but, as we have reason to 
believe, with widely different financial re- 
sults. The trade of the United Kingdom 
was on a sound commercialjbasis. In 
Germany, as we know, a severe crisis 
has recently been experienced, "which is 
now happily passing away. 


How and where has the progress, 
the satisfactory progress, of British 
commerce been 
is true that we have lost ground in the 
protected countries. In the wun- 
protected countries, chiefly within or 
near the tropics, our gains have more 
than made good what we have lost in the 
protected countries. We have gained 
our commanding position by the cheapness 
and quality ofour goods. If we reverse our 
fiscal policy we shall lose all the advantages 
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we have hitherto enjoyed under free trade 
in this country. Our vast trade with 
tropical countries is a prime factor in 
adjusting the balance of our indebtedness 
in. the direct trade with the protective 
countries. The excess of our imports 
from France and from the United States 
represent payments for freights, payments 
on dividends for British investments, and 
to a large extent payments for tropical 
produce supplied to foreign countries by 
British merchants. Free trade does not 
deprive us of the power of retaliation. 
It is more true to say that it places a more 
powerful weapon in our hands, if it is to 
our advantage to use it. In the present 
state of our trade relations, we should 
be a loser in a war of tariffs. 

Viewing retaliation as an instrument 
of negotiation, there is one observa- 
tion which I should like to make. 
By hostile tariffs we may exclude 
goods from our markets, but this 
is certain, that our part in the supply of 
manufactured goods to meet the home 
demand of such‘countries as Germany can 
never be large. It is vital for the industrial 
people of such countries to manufacture 
for themselves. The increase of their 
urban populationis evenjgreater than ours, 
and that urban population depends upon 
the activity of trade and manufactures. 
The home market is, as I have said, of 
vital importance, and, as yet, neither 
Germany nor any other of our competitors 
has found an outlet such as we have in 
India, in foreign countries, and in our 
British possessions for the sale of their 
surplus manufactures. In applying a 
policy of retaliation we must take care 
that we do not injure ourselves. The 
opinion of the trader must certainly be 
taken with considerable reserve. Nor is 
the judgment of politicians, described by 
Adam Smith as insidious and wily 
animals, altogether infallible. The ap- 
proval of a Parliament in which every 
interest is represented, should be obtained. 
It is our only safeguard. I confidently 
support the Motion which my noble 
friend has moved. 


*Lorp AVEBURY : I wasdelighted to 
hear {the noble Marquess earlier in the 
evening, in a speech upon the ability of 
which I should be glad if I may 
congratulate him. I was glad to hear 
him speak so cordially and so heartily 
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in support of free trade. He also pointed 
out very clearly the great injury which 
was being done to the trade and com- 
merce of the country by being left in a state 
of uncertainty. But that, my Lords, is 
exactly the position in which we nowfind 
ourselves. If, in reality, the fiscal policy 
which has been followed for so many 
years in this country is going to be en- 
tirely reversed, it cannot, I think, be 
questioned for a moment that many in- 
dustries which are now highly remuner- 
ative and prosperous wil! find themselves 
hampered, if not entirely ruined. I do 
sincerely trust, therefor., that as soon as 
possible His Majesty’s Government will 
tell us “exactly what it is they propose 
todo and the changes they desire to make. 
It is not too much to say that the fiscal 
problem brought forward by His Majesty’s 
(yovernment is one of vital importance to 
thecountry. It is most important, there- 
fore, that we should know the decision of 
the Government and the country. The 
present state of uncertaintv is very in- 
jurious to our manufacturing interests. 
They have no ‘doubt told us that it is 
no part of their policy to put duties 
upon either food or raw materials. 
But what does the Government in- 
clude under raw materials? The Board 
of Trade returns place semi-manufactured 
and manufactured articles under one 
head, which includes, for instance, sawn 
timber and pig-iron. I do not know that 
they could do otherwise, but semi- 
manufactured articles are really the raw 
materials—to use Cobden’s :xpression 
“ the daily bread ” of other manufactures. 
The principal complaint appears to be 
that some things are, as it is said, 
“dumped” on us. But this is certainly 
not an unmixed evil. We buy these 
goods because we want them. For in- 
stance, the Board of Trade memorandum 
quotes Ryland’s Circular as regards the 
iron trade. The circular says— 

“* We require all the steel and pig-iron they, #.¢., 
the Germans, are sending us, as it is impossible 
to get from our own blast furnaces and steel 
works sufficient ingots, blooms, or forge pig-iron 
to ‘keep our works going.” 


“To get these semi-manufactured articles 
cheap is a great advantage in many ways. 
It has immensely assisted our ship- 
builders, and in 1901 we built over 980,000 
tons of shipping, against 102,000 in 
Germany, 106,000 in France, and 469,000 

G 
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in th. United States. We are able, 
moreover, to construct houses, factories, 
warehouses, and railways, more cheaply 
than would otherwise be the case. The 
report 0: the Cologne Chamber of Com- 
merce observes that Germans are really 
themselves the sufferers from this “ dump- 


ing.” The result they point out is— 


“That by supplying manufacturers abroad, 
i.e., Germany, with materials at low prices, the 
German syndicates make it possible for these 
foreigners to compete on favourable terms,with 
their rivals in Germany in regard to the sale of 
finished products.” 


Our able Consvl at Frankfurt has 
recently told us that— 


“Under cover of the protectionist duties, the 
syndicates were enabled to keep up prices at 
home in spite of the limited demand. The 
difference of prices, however, fixed by the same 
works for sale at home and sales abroad became 
so great that it produced very strong comments, 
even in the Diet ... They sold raw material 
and half finished goods abroad at low prices, so 
that the home industries, which worked off such 
raw materials were severely handicapped. 
These asserted, and not without reason, that 
the consumers of German materials in foreign 
countries, especially in Holland and Belgium, 
were, by these prices, placed in such an advan- 
tageous position that it was most difficult, if 
at all possible, to compete against their prices. 
Some cases actually transpired in which German 
finishing manufacturers had to decline orders 
owing to the exorbitant prices of raw materials, 
which orders subsequently passed to Holland, 
Belgium, and the United Kingdom.” 


Processes are so much divided that 
many manufacturers buy semi-manu- 
factured materials and turn them into 
manufactured articles. To them in their 
business these are rea!ly raw materials. 
Take the shipbuilders. We build, as I 
have just mentioned, more ships than 
all the rest of the world put together, 
and one great reason is that our 
shipbuilders get the semi-manufactured 
articles which are the raw materials of 
their business more cheaply than their 
rivals in protectionist countries. If you 
tax these semi-manufactured articles 
you strike a blow at their trade. But 
the same argument really applies to 
manufactured articles. In a sense they 
also are raw materials. Steam engines, 


for instance, to a cotton spinner, to a 
railway company, to a coal mine, to an 
electric lighting company, in fact to 
most manufacturers, are one of the most 
necessary adjuncts of their business. If 
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you tax a manufacturer £1,000 it matters 
little whether you put it on the steam 
engine he uses or the raw material he 
employs. The argument against taxing 
raw material applies to machinery, and 
indeed to manufactures generally. 


The Prime Minister tells us that he 
wishes to impose duties in order to assist 
in foreign negotiations. But this would 
impose additional uncertainties and com- 
plexities on our manufacturers. Suppose, 
for instance, that in consequence of any 
action by Germany, we, in retaliation, 
put a heavy duty on toys, and induced 
capitalists to manufacture them here, 
Our capital and labour is all employed, 
so that the first effect would be to 
divert a certain portion of each from 


more remunerativeemployment. Suppose, | 


then, that Germany gave way. The 


grounds on which we took action being § 


removed, I presume the duties would be 
taken off, but the manufacturers who had 
been induced by the duties to set up 
works and machinery, would be heavy 
losers, and would certainly consider that 
they had reason to complain. 


Moreover, we have already tried this 
system without effect. Mr. Gladstone 
has recorded that when he was at the 
Board of Trade— 


“ From 1841 to 1844 we were anxiously and 
eagerly endeavouring to make tariff treaties 
with many foreign countries. 
may have been included, but I especially re- 
collect France, Prussia, Portugal, and, I believe, 
Spain. And the state of our tariff, even after 
the law of 1824, was then such as to supply 
us with plenty of material for liberal offers. 
Notwithstanding this, we failed in every case. 
I doubt whether we advanced the cause of free 
trade a single inch.” 


Mr. Gladstone’s opinion on matters of | 


commerce is, of course, most important. 
This, moreover, is not a matter of opinion, 
but a statement of fact. Lastly, it must 
be remembered, that protectionist coun- 
tries are even now trying this system. 
It is certainly not a success, but if France 
or Germany secured any advantage, we 
should, under the favoured-nation clause, 
share it with them. 

Mr. Chamberlain is under the impres- 
sion that countries which have adopted 
protection have prospered “in an in 
finitely better proportion.” Let us then 
compare our exports and population 


Austria, I think, 
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with those of protectionist countries. 
France has about the same population, 
but her exports are about £120,000,000 
less than ours. Germany, of which we 
hear so much, though it has 16,000,000 
more people, exports £58,000,000 less 
than we do. The 
intelligent, capable, and hard-working 
people. We might well be satisfied if, 
man for man, our exports were equal to 
theirs, but as a fact, while our population 
is much smaller, our exports are much 
greater; and yet we are invited to 
abandon our own system and adopt 
theirs. In fact, per head, our exports 
are the largest in the world. Those of 
the United States are £2 18s. per head ; 
of Germany, £3 7s.; of France, £3 15s. ; 
ours, £5 19s. 


Look again at our trade with protec- 
tionist countries as against theirs with 
one another. In 1901 we sent £24,000,000 
into France,as against £15,000,000, from 
the protectionist country, Germany ; 
and £18,000,000 from the United States. 
Into the protectionist market of the 
United States of America we sent 
£28,000,000 as against £20,000,000 from 
Germany and £15,000,000 from France. 
Lastly into Germany nearly twice as 
much as France. Protection, therefore, 
has not given France, Germany, or the 
United States.any advantage in each 
other’s markets as against us. 


But has our trade been prosperous ? 
In their impartial and authoritative 
Report the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue say— 

“The growth of income in recent years has 
been so remarkable that we venture to offer a 
few observations on the subject.” 

They show that since 1870, that is 
to say, in thirty-five years, our income 
returned for income-tax has increased 
from £398,000,000 to £867,000,000, 
a gigantic increase of £468,000,000! In 
the last six years it has increased 
£90,000,000. 


I do not deny that there are some 
cases in which we have just reason to 
complain, and which would fully justify 
retaliation. The Resolution asks what 
steps the Government propose to take to 
give effect to their policy of retaliation. | 
I should like also to inquire what steps 
they have taken to redress the grievances | 
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| of which they complain? What repre- 
_sentations have been made to foreign 
countries. And what replies have been 
| given? Will any Papers be laid on the 
Table? Take, for instance, shipping. 
We allow United States vessels to take 
goods from any of our ports to another. 
They refuse us the same freedom. This 
is manifestly unjust and unfair, and we 
should be interested to know what repre- 
sentations have been made, whether a 
suggestion so fair and reasonable has been 
refused, and if so, on what grounds. 
From information given me I am dis- 
posed to believe that our merchants on 
the Congo have great reason to complain, 
but negotiations are pending, and I fully 
trust that justice will be done. But the 
most flagrant case, perhaps, is that of 
some of the Central American States. 
They have shamefully swindled English 
investors ? They are large exporters of 
coffee, but other coffee is just as good, 
and a duty on coffee coming from those 
dishonest countries might be well worth 
considering and would be fully justified. 
There are therefore, I fully believe, cases 
which would justify retaliation, but we 
should be interested to hear under what 
conditions, and in what manner, it is to 
be applied. I trust it will only be, firstly, 
after every effort has been made by 
friendly representations and negotiations ; 
secondly, if there is reasonable ground 
for expecting that it will be effective; 
thirdly, if it will not do more harm than 
good to British Commerce; and finally, 
that it should be, as suggested in the 
Resolution, subject to the assent of Parlia- 
ment. But these are exceptional cases, 
They are no sufficient reasons to reverse 
our fiscal policy. 


The protective policy of other countries 
no doubt unfavourably affects us, but 
it is a much greater injury to themselves. 
If they to some extent close their markets 
to us, they shut themselves out of other 
markets. If to some extent they are less 
good customers, they are far less for- 
midable rivals. This fiscal agitation is 
greatly to be regretted, not only because 
it unsettles our commerce and manvfac- 
tures, but also because it tends to deter 
foreign countries from lowering their 
duties. Abroad they naturally conclude 


that we are going to abandon free trade 


G 2 
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and this encourages protectionists all | 
over the world. It surely is evident that 


the progress made by the United States | 


and our colonies has not been owing to 
protection, but in spite of protection. Ii 
they had not forced the industry of their 
countries into artificial channels, they 
would have been richer and more pros- 
perous than they are. The farmers in 
America and Australia are paying to 
bolster up other industries. Under free 
trade our manufactures and commerce 
have grown, are growing, and, I believe, 
will grow. As a humble supporter of 


His Majesty’s Government I would ex- | 


press an earnest hope that they will not 
commit themselves to a commercial war 
with other countries, that they will not 
ask us to reverse the fiscal policy on which 
the prosperity of the country and the 
welfare of our people so greatly depend, or 
to adopt a course which would inevitably 
and gravely injure those industrial and 
commercial interests which both they 
and we desire to strengthen, to promote, 
and encourage. 


*Toe UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (The Earl of DonovcHmoke) : 
The noble Lord who has just sat down must 
always, of course, be listened to with very 
great interest in your Lordships’ House 
on any commercial subject which may 
come before us. Your Lordships will 
have noticed in the. speech he has just 
delivered, and to which I listened very 
carefully, that practically the whole of 
his speech was an attack against the 
policy of introducing protection into this 
country. I know that your Lordships are | 
always very generous to any speaker who 
addresses this House, and who does not 
stick very closely to the point. I would 
remind your Lordships, however, that 
this evening we are discussing the policy | 
that His Majesty’s Government have 
announced, and which they are prepared 
to place before the country at the next 
generai election. Now it has been most 
strongly and clearly stated that protection | 
has nothing whatever to do with that | 
policy. Noble Lords opposite have re- | 
fused to recognise that fact, and no doubt | 
they will continue to refuse to recognise | 
it. The noble Lord opposite, Lord Crewe, 
suggested that our difference upon pro- 
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nature. Lord Tweedmouth maintains 
that protection is in Mr. Balfour’s mind, 
and we have had a still more general 
comment on this point from the noble 
Earl on the Cross Benches in a speech he 
delivered at Edinburgh, when he said 
that retaliation covers a multitude of 


‘things. The policy of His Majesty’s 


Government is most distinctly laid down 
in a pamphlet which has been written 
by the Prime Minister, and which is pub- 
lished at a price well within the reach of 
all vour Lordships. On page 11 of that 
pamphlet it is most distinctly stated— 

“T approach this question as a free-trader— 


that is, with a desire to promote free-trade as 
far as contemporary circumstances permit.” 


That clearly recognises that we approach 
this subject as free-traders, and I do not 
know what clearer words could be found 
in the English language to explain our 
position. In discussing the fiscal question 
it is possible to discuss it from many 
standpoints. One can approach it as a 
protectionist or as an advocate of prefer- 
ence. We have not heard the subject 
approached from that position yet in the 
course of this debate, but there is another 
standpoint from which it is possible to 
approach it, and we have heard a great 
deal from that standpoint; it is the 
standpoint which is perfectly contented 


with the present state of things, or at | 


any rate is not prepared to come forward 
with any remedy. Noble Lords opposite 
have, it is true, suggested one remedy, 
namely, the remedy of education. I need 
not remind your Lordships that two 
years ago an Education Bill was intro- 
duced into your Lordships’ House. It 


| was a Bill which in the main was designed 


to vastly improve the educational system 


| of this country, and experience has shown 


that in many parts of the country where 
that Bill is now working without the 
interference of political agitators, the 


educational system of this country has 


been improved. I do not remember 


‘any very great anxiety and keenness 


on the part of noble Lords opposite 
to accept that Bill when it was in- 
troduced two years ago, but, be that as 
it may, I fail utterly to understand, and 
I*shall be glad to be convinced, how 
education, even the highest technical 
education, is to help the British workmen 


tection was merely one of a technical | to get his goods into a country that has 


Lord Avebury. 
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tariff walls 100 per cent. higher than our 
own. I call that remedy, with great 
respect, a very feeble one. I cannot 
believe that it will help us very much in 
the near or the distant future. Noble 
Lords see foreign nations putting up their 
tariffs and they make no protest what- 
ever. In fact it seems to me that they 
almost rather rejoice in it, because one 
of the indirect results is that we get a 
certain amount of goods back from that 
country a great deal cheaper. That is 
not the sort of free-trader that Iever hope 
to show myself in addressing your Lord- 
ships. There is another sort of free-trader, 
a sort that I maintain we, the members of 
the Government, are, and it is the sort of 
free-trader that the great reformers of 
sixty years ago were. They looked 
round and saw that Europe had been 
devastated with a great war. They saw 
opportunities for commerce and industrial 
expansion which since then have been 
fully realised, and they set before them- 
selves a great ideal which was embodied 
in the word free trade, but what was that 
free trade ? I was permitted a few weeks 
ago to look into an old autograph book, 
and I came across the following entry 
under the date of the 5th of December, 
1845— 
** Ours the triumph be 


Round social earth to circle fair exchange, 
And bind the nations in a golden chain.” 


Beneath those words were the signatures 
of Richard Cobden and John Bright. 
Their idea was “ to circle fair exchange ” 
throughout the world, but that is not the 
sort of free trade we have got now. Mr. 
Cobden and Mr. Bright were undoubtedly 
men of great ideals. Certainly Mr. Cob- 
den’s ideas on the Colonies were not such 
as we generally find amongst statesmen at 
this moment, and Mr. Bright held opinions 
as to the possession of India which might 
at the present moment have driven him 
into the wigwam of Little England. 
They were men who did a great deal to 
carry out great ideals, although they were 
extremely bad prophets. The noble 


Lord opposite said he thought they were 
tather good prophets, but there is a 
prophecy made by Mr. Cobden—it is 
rather old, and I do not want to bore the 
House with it—he did prophecy that after 
ten vears the whole world would be free- 
traders according to his ideal, which was 
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fair exchange. We have had a very re- 
markable admission ftom the noble Earl 
who spoke first this afternoon. We have 
actually had an admission—no, I am 
wrong, and I beg his pardon, it was an 
admission by the whole of the Opposition 
in answer to a Question put by the noble 
Marquess behind me—that British trade is 
not absolutely at its zenith at the present 
moment. The noble Marquess asked—Is 
there anyone who will maintain that con- 
tention, and he received no answer. It 
has certainly been part of the campaign 
which has been directed against all fiscal 
reform, that nothing bas been so perfect as 
British trade at the present moment. A 
most distinguished politician prescribed 
for our present condition ‘“ commercial 
repose,’ and when the Board of Trade 
returns came out it was found that 
the returns of exports and import: 
were greater than anything we had 
had before, and this was received 
with a chorus of admiration by a few 
papers whichsupport noble Lords opposite, 
and they adduced this as a convincing 
proof that no change of any sort was 
necessary. 1 am not one who maintains 
that British trade is on its last legs, and I 
believe myself that there is a great deal of 
life in the old dog yet. But there are dis- 
quieting things, and I think we should be 
lacking in our duty if we did not make 
some attempt to grapple with them. 
Mention has been made of the total 
volume of our trade. The noble Lord 
opposite also quoted it during various 
years, and maintained and thought he 
proved from that that the state of our 
trade was satisfactory at the present 
moment. Well, my Lords, I do not think 
that it isa proper comparison to compare 
our present trade with our past. The 
proper comparison,[ submit, i. to compare 
our present trade with the present trade 
of our rivals abroad. If vour Lordships 
will give me your patience for a few 
moments | should like to do that. My 
noble friend Lord Brassey appealed to the 
Board of Trade Returns, and for that 
reason I may be allowed to refer to a 
Board of Trade Blue-book presented in 
1902 by Sir Alfred Bateman. In the last 
paragraph of his Memorandum upon the 
trade of the United Kingdom he says-- 


“The increase of population in Germany 
and the United States has recently been 
greater than the increase in the United King- 
dom, and these countries have rapidly developed 
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manufacturing and industrial power. As with 
ourselves, so with these countries, the set of 
population has been to the towns ; necessarily 
therefore there has been a more vigorous search 
than formerly for aa outlet for the power above 
referred to. We are still ahead of either coun- 
try in our power of manufacture for export, 
but, beginning from a lower level, each country 
is traveling upwards morerapidly than we are, 
who occupy a higher eminence. If peace is 
maintained both Germany and the United 
States are certain to increase their rate of 
upward movement, their competition with us 
in neutral markets, and even in our home 
markets, will probably, unless we ourselves are 
active, become increasingly serious.” 


That is not the position we ought to con- 
template with perfect equanimity or 
treat by prescribing repose. We are 
losing our former share of the trade of the 
world, and I am still of opinion that in 
the future the British share should be a 
licn’s share, and I think it is our duty to 
try and keep it that size, 


I would like to turn your attention 
for a moment to one or two other 
points which I submit are disquiet- 
ing causes. First, as regards our 
imports. I was taught at Oxford, when I 
first waddled down the paths of political 
economy, that imports always paid for 
exports and vice versa. Possibly that is 
so, at least I dare not have written any- 
thing else in my papers on political 
economy. The amounts never tally, and 
some of the discrepancies are explained, 
firstly by freights and insurance; and, 
secondly, by the addition of interest on 
the amount of our capital invested abroad. 
I have not been able to find any evidence 
that freights have very greatly increased 
of late years, but th@re is no question that 
the discrepancy between our imports and 
exports has greatly increased, and we are 
continually importing more than we are 
exporting to pay for them. I may be 
wrong in my deduction, but my natural 
deduction from this must be that our 
foreign investments must be on _ the 
increase. Now is that a satisfactory 
state of affairs, and does it not rather 
point to a bloton our industrial system 
that British capital finds more attraction 
abroad than at home. This is proved 
from the fact that British capital is going 
abroad in increasing quantities every 
year. Now I turn to another point, 
namely, to the tariff walls. I do not wish 
to weary your Lordships with the subject, 
because I suppose noble Lords opposite 


Lhe Earl of Donoughmore. 
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will admit that these high tariff walls do 
usa great deal ofharm. There is one point 
however mentioned by Lord Tweedmouth 
to which I should like to refer. He 
mentioned at the end of his speech that 
the Colonies are more keen to keep our 
goods out of their markets than anybody 
else, and he asked what was the Govern- 
ment going to do with the Colonies? Were 
theygoing to retaliate against the Colonies ? 
Members of the Radical Party always 
seem very keen to embroil us with the 
Colonies, and I have never known the 
reason for this. The noble Lord has shown 
that he has read his Blue-book with very 
great care; but I have found one page 
which he has evidently not read. This 
page gives the estimated average or ad 
valorem equivalent of the import duties 
levied by certain countries and colonies 
on the principal articles of export from 
the United Kingdom—and the figures 
given ad valorem are, Russia, 131 per cent. ; 
United States, 73 per cent.; France, 34 
percent.; Germany, 25 percent.; Austro- 
Hungary, 35 per cent.; Belgium, 13 
per cent. ; New Zealand 9 per cent.; and 
Australia and the South African Customs 
Union 6 per cent. I confess that 
in the face of these figures I do not 
think there need be any great hurry 
on our part to consider retaliatory 
duties against our colonies in order 
to ferce ourselves into their markets. 


I donot wish to detain your Lordships 
at great length, but I think there area 
great many other subjects which give us 


room for dissatisfaction. Lord Goschen, 
who I regret is unable to be with us 
owing to the prevailing epidemic, quoted 
certain figures in your Lordships’ House 
last year to show the prosperity of the 
country, and in doing so, with regard to 
some of them, I notice he pursued the usual 
anti-Government method of comparing 
the present with the past instead of 
comparing the present state of affairs 
in this country with that of foreign 
countries. He quoted saving banks 
returns. They had gone up, but now they 
are only £4 a head of the population. 
In Germany they are £7 per head, and in 
many other courtries they are higher 
than in this. I am informed that where 
our income tax returns have increased 
10 per cent. the Russian income tax 


returns have increased 45 per cent. 











Fiscal 


Our population is increasing slower than 
that of any other great country except 
France. The number of small bankrupt- 
cies in this country have increased to 
nearly double what they were forty years 
ago. My Lords, all these are disquieting 
things, and call upon us to wake up from 
the sort of commercial repose that is 
prescribed for us. 
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Now, my Lords, I want to refer to an- 
other small matter. The noble Lord 
opposite spoke of our commercial treaties, 
and I have heard our commercial treaties 
spoken of as the sheet anchor of the 
present fiscal system. I should not call 
them a sheet anchor, I would rather prefer 
tocailthema volcano. Our present policy, 
which is declared to the world, is that the 
Government does not interfere in trade 
beyond making these most-favoured- 
nation clauses. Well, my Lords, I would 
remind your Lordships that the United 
States Treaty of 1815, the Russian Treaty 
of 1859, the Austrian Treaty of 1886, 
and the Italian Treaty of 1883 are all 
liable to be denounced at twelve months 
notice, and that if any of these or all of 
them are denounced at twelve months 
notice you have absolutely no weapon, if 
you discard retaliation, byjwhich you can 
persuade those countries to give you any 
better terms than those they chose to 
throw at your heads. My Lords, we have 
been asked for different examples of the 
way in which [we shall carry out this 
policy. Of course we cannot lay down 
any hard and fast rules. Every indi- 
vidual case must depend upon the in- 
dividual distinctions of that case, and 
upon nothing else. Now, my Lords, 
before I sit down I wish to say a few 
words upon this subject that form a 
totally different point of view, and a point 
of view which I think has not yet been 
mentioned. I mean the Irish point of 
view of this question. Ireland has never up 
to this moment received very much con- 
sideration from the fiscal point of view. 
Originally, a century ago, our growing 
industries were practically swamped by 
the policy of the British Government of 
that time, and the only industry that was 
left to us, agriculture, was ruined by the 
free-trade policy of this country. Now, 
my Lords, I am not arguing this subject 
from the Irish point of view that you 
should bring back protection. But I do 
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urge that this is the first occasion 
upon which Ireland has had a chance of 
being fiscally considered, if I may use the 
phrase, at one and the same time with, and 
as part of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland. Noble Lords op- 
posite have remedies for us in the way of 
education, but I cannot help remembering 
also that noble Lords opposite have a 
policy which must result in the end in 
cutting us off from any benefit that may 
accrue to us from any improvement in the 
English fiscal system. Ido not wish to 
trouble your Lordships’ House further. 
I hope your Lordships will reject 
the Motion of Lord Crewe and 
support the Cabiuet, which has shown 
itself ready to help our people in the 
struggle for national life to which they 
are all naturally committed. 


*Lorp COLERIDGE: My Lords, the 


‘noble Lord who has just sat down made 


a sort of complaint against the noble 
Lord who preceded him for not adhering 
to the point which is the point of discus- 
sion to-night. The noble Lord in his 
own speech has shown that the old 
proverb, “Imitation is the sincerest 
flattery,” is only too true. We were 
treated to a homily on the dreams of 
Cobden and the views on India of Mr. 
Bright; tothe conditions of Ireland; and 
then to the usual jeremiad on free trade ; 
as to how we were being ruined by the 
size of our imports, and what a terrible 
thing it was for this country that we 
should make so much money as to be 
able to invest that money abroad. I do 
not propose to follow the noble Lord into 
these disquisitions, which, no doubt, are 
interesting, but which certainly are not 
pertinent to this discussion, but there 
was one thing which I noticed from the 
speech of the noble Lord and that of the 
noble Marquess who spoke before him, 
representing the Government. They 
told us the time had come for a reversal 
of our fiscal policy, but they carefully 
abstained from answering the questions 
put to them as to what were the measures 
they proposed. I should like again, if it 
would not be troubling the House, to 
appeal to the noble Earl who is going, I 
believe, to follow me in the debate this 
evening, and to ask him, although, I am 
afraid, in vain I put the question, on 
what, and against whom, are we going ‘to 
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retaliate. The Prime Minister, whose 
views in favour of free trade or pro- 
tection I do not wish to refer’to now, 
has told us fairly and frankly that 
he does not propose to retaliate 
either on the importation of food or raw 
materials, nor does he propose to retaliate 


{LORDS} 











on any of our colonies, therefore, he sets 
great limits to the possibilities of retalia- | 
tion. With regard to the Colonies, we | 
are apparently, so far as I can see, to take | 
it lying down. We must therefore strike, | 
as I understand it, at the imports from 
foreign countries alone, and not on food 


or raw material from those countries. | 
limits of the, 


These, then, are the 


policy of our retaliation. Now, my Lords, | 


just let us see what the state of things 


is that we are fighting when we eliminate | 


the imports from our colonies. 


The | 


imports from foreign countries, and I take | 
the year 1901, when they were at their | 


highest, are returned at £417,000,000 in 
round numbers, of that amount, 
and I again take round 


numbers, | 


£110,000,000 or £111,000,000 are elimin- | 


ated from retaliation as raw material. | 


£220,000,000 represent food, so that that 
again is eliminated from retaliation. 
Therefore we find that £330,000,000 odd, 


out of a total of £416,000,000 odd, of | 
'we did denounce it in 1898. What did 
Germany then do? Germany immediately 


imports from foreign countries consists of 
food and raw material, and are eliminated 
from retaliation, and there is a miserable 
remnant of only some £86,000,000 or so, 
on which it is possible to retaliate. That. 
may be taken to represent the importa- 
tion of manufactured goods from pro- 
tected foreign countries. Now, what | 
about our exports of manufactured goods ? 
Our exports to foreign countries of manu- 
factured and part manufactured goods 
amount to £128,000,000. We all know 
that that sum has to be greatly increased, | 
because the sum representing our exports 
does not include freight, insurance and 
other charges, elements which would bring | 
that £128,000,000 up to a very much 
larger figure. At any rate, the exports, 
it will be seen at once, are much larger 
than the imports of foreign manufactured 
goods. Therefore there are countries 
who take from us much more manufac- 
tured goods than we take from them. 
Now, supposing we were to tax these im- | 
ports heavily, they have a far more 


‘with the Colonies. 





208 


Policy. 


and supposing we adopt this policy, does 
retaliation produce the desired effect ? 
My Lords, it is easy to speculate and say 
that it would, and it is equally easy to 
speculate and say that it would not. 
Therefore let us take a concrete instance, 
and it is the only instance—the best 
instance that I can find. In 1897 Canada 
offered preferential trade advantages to al 
countries fulfilling certain trade conditions 
of reciprocity; that istosay, Canada, having 
the weapon of retaliation in her hand in the 
shape of protective duties, offered to relax 
them in return for certain reciprocity in 
the importation of her goods. That is the 
same position that we should be in if we 
had imposed a retaliatory duty and offered 
to take it off if other courtries fell in with 
our views and relaxed their duties in our 
favour. Now what was the result? Ger- 
many had a very high protective duty 
against the Canadian imports. Did Ger- 
many reduce her tariff in favour of Canada ! 
We know she did not, and more than that 
she did not remain idle, because by the 
Treaty of 1865 Germany was entitled to 
the same treatment from the British 
colonies as from Great Britain, and she 
claimed from us the benefit of that treaty. 
And what was the result? My Lords, we 
were forced to denounce that treaty and 


proceeded to refuse the benefit of the most- 
favoured-nation treaty to Canada; and 
more than that, she is now threatening 
actually that if any other British colonies 


‘follow the example of Canada she will 


tefuse the most-favoured-nation treaty to 
the mother country itself. Could you, 
my Lords, have a more speaking instance 
of the result of retaliatory duties? And 
that, my Lords, is retaliation in its least 
offensive form. Well, my Lords, if 
retaliation in its least offensive form has 
failed, how can we seriously argue in favour 
of retaliation in a more offensive form ? 


My Lords, we are told to think Imperi- 
ally. The noble Lord who has just sat 
down has accused us, upon these Benches, 
of wishing to embroil the mother country 
I do not think that he 
is accusing us seriously of doing that, but 
merely playfully, and I take his accusation 


‘in that spirit, and I obey the almost royal 


dangerous weapon in their hands if they | command to think Imperially, and I will 
retaliate upon us; but supposing they do, | think of a country which is rather left 


Lord Colerid ye, 
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out of calculation in this discussion. 
I will think of our great dependency of 
India. Now, in a minute which was dated 
the 22nd of October, 1903, the Government 
of India set out their views at length on 
the dangers of retaliation to them in these 
words— 


“Tf the United Kingdom should eventually 
resolve to adopt the policy of preferential tariffs 
or retaliation it is conceivable that the device of 
attacking her through her chief dependencies 
might receive further development at the hands 
of foreign countries.” 


My Lords, that is a very wise minute 
from a very important quarter, and, as 
India exports more than she imports, 
she is in the very happy position that the 
noble Lord would have this country to be 
in. India is adebtor country, she is pay- 
ing a debt by excess of her exports over 
imports. My Lords, the immediate effect 
on that country of any retaliatory taxa- 
tion by foreign countries against Indian 
imports to them, would injure if not 
wreck the financial stability of the country. 
Take the case which has already been 
mentioned in this debate, a small case, 
that has been urged in favour of re- 
taliation. 


tion, we undertook to prohibit the im- 
portation of raw sugar coming from any 
country which imposed a bounty. We 
had a contest with Russia as to whether 
or not she did give a bounty. We 
held that she did, she held that she did 
not, but we, holding that she did, 
prohibited the importation of Russian 
sugar. We thought it was a very 
innocent thing on our part, because we 
thought that really she was exporting 
nothing but the minutest quantity of 
raw sugar into this country. What was 
the result. She retaliated and raised 
her duty on Indian tea, which was already 
250 per cent. ad valorem. It is quite 
true, my Lords, that the importation of 
Indian tea into Russia is a very small 
amount, but the financial adviser of the 
Indian Government, in the memorandum 
which has just been published, pointed 
out that, though small, it was a growing 
trade, and I do not think the Govern- 
ment were aware when they prohibited 
Russian sugar that in fact 800,000 lbs. of 
Indian tea goes ‘to Russia annually, 
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though it goes through London and 
Germany, but however it goes it gets 
there. Now this action on the part o 
Russia stops the growing market of the 
120 millions of the greatest tea-drinkers 
in the world; people who might very 
likely, in times ahead, be clamouring to 
drink the greatest product that India can 
produce, her tea, and the result of this in- 
sane act, as I call it, financially insane on 
the part of the Government, has been to 
put an absolute stop to the growth of the 
trade. What is the result, we propose 
to put back again—it is like a game of 
tennis, we propose to put back again a 
higher duty on the importation of 
Russian petroleum into India, thereby 
making petroleum much more expensive 
to the Indian, the poorest subjects in 
the King’s dominions. And so, my 
Lords, the game goes on. What has 
been the net result of these contentions. 
We have both entered into a retaliatory 
war, and there is no prospect even now 
of drawing closer to the ideals of free 
trade, which is, I believe, the object noble 


| Lords put before them as the ideal for 
| their action. 

Take the case of the Sugar | 
Convention. In the course of the negotia- | 
tions which took place on that Conven- | 


Now all these theories about re- 
taliatory duties assume that you 
will conquer your opponents when you 
put your duty on. But supposing 
you do not, and if noble Lords opposite 
think that is absurd, will the noble Lord 
who is going to reply to me quote to us a 
single concrete case in which the im- 
position of retaliatory duty has led to 
the withdrawal of the duty which it 
was intended to combat. If the noble 
Lord can do this, he would advance his 
argument some way; if he cannot, how 
can he prevent us from believing that the 
duty we impose will not have the desired 
effect and therefore will remain. But we 
shall have a tariff war, and in the mean- 
time large vested interests will arise 
through the industry protected by the 
duty, which will clamour loudly of the 
extinction of their industry when the 
duty is finally taken off. I do not wish 
to enter into a general discussion now, 
but I think these questions have a bear- 
ing upon the whole subject and I shall be 
very glad if the noble Lord can answer 
any one of them. 
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*Tue FIRST LORD oF THE 
ADMIRALTY (The Earl of SeLBorve): 
I cannot make any complaint as to the 
Question that has been asked me by the 
noble Lord opposite, but I think I shall be 
able to show your Lordships that the 
noble Lord has very far from presented 
the whole case, and that there isan answer 
to the Question that he has asked. He 
began by asking against whom the Govern- 
ment proposed to retaliate, and how, they 
proposed to do it; and he then went on to 
show by the process of exhaustion that 
the possible area of retaliation was re- 
duced to about £86,000,000 of foreign 
imports into this country. I have no 
means of checking those,;figures, and I 
assume they are correct, so that the noble 
Lord’s conception is that that sum repre- 
sents the limit of our influence in this 
matter. If it were so, that sum is no 
small one, but the fact is that the trade 
with the United Kingdom is as a whole 
of infinite value to those nations, which 
have far more to lose than we have, if we 
look at the markets open to them. All 
that side of the case is ignored by the 
noble Lord. Then he takes the case of 
Germany and Canada. I may point out 
that the interest of Germany in Canadian 
trade is very little compared with the 
interest of Germany in its trade with 
the United Kingdom. Then to my 
astonishment the noble Lord went further 
and said that Germany was far from giving 
way to Canada, for Germany actually 
threatened to retaliate against this country 
if any other of our Colonies offered us 
special preference. My Lords, that is quite 
true. Germany did threaten, but when we 
showed we would not submit, Germany 
withdrew her threats. That is an abso- 
lute instance of what may be done, not 
only by retaliation, but by the mere 
whisper of retaliation. Then, my Lords, 
the noble Lord proceeded to state the 
case of India. I agree with him inso far 
that the Indian case has not received the 
attention it deserves. In dealing with 
this question, we cannot be too care- 
ful to bear the interests of India in mind ; 
but, my Lords, I would ask those who 
have not yet had the opportunity of 
reading the despatch of the Indian Govern- 
ment on this subject, to suspend their 
judgment until they have done so, because 
the presentation of the case by the noble 
Lord falls very far short of completeness. 
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| My Lords, he quoted the despatch of the 
Indian Government, but quite forgot 
|to mention that Sir Edward Law, the 
| financial member of the Council, goes 
| through the countries with which India 
is trading, and shows how impossible it 
| would be for any of those countries to 
| retaliate against India. Further, in the 
| Blue-book, there is a case of the effective 
result of negotiations between France 
'and India on the lines of Mr. Cobden’s 
French treaty, which enabled India, 
at a small sacrifice, to gain a consider- 
'able advantage. In respect to that 
story of the tea, although the noble Lord 
_ quoted the despatch of the Government of 
India with approval in one place, he 
forgot to mention that his views 
with regard to the tea controversy are 
not those of the Government of India. 
| He then asked, as clinching his argument, 
whether I could name a case where re- 
taliatory duties had been imposed and 
were successful in their object, and were 
finally withdrawn. Yes, my Lords, I can 
quote a case. I do not quote it with 
approval, I quote it as an historical 
answer to the Question of the noble Lord. 
I refer to the famous tariff war between 
Russia and Germany. In that case a 
retaliatory duty was imposed; a tariff 
war ensued, negotiations supervened, an 
arrangement agreeable to both countries 
was arrived at, the duties were withdrawn 
and a great increase in the volume of 
trade followed. I think that is a fair 
answer to the Question. 


The noble Lord, Lord Avebury, in 
the cours: of his speech—I do not 
quote his exact words—implied that 
the most-favoured-nation clause was the 
sheet anchor of British commerce. I do 
not believe there is much truth in such a 
suggestion. I believe that that belief 
is a delusion, and for the reason that 
when Continental nations make those 
treaties the very last country whose 
interest they consider is the United King- 
dom. France, when she makes a treaty 
.with Germany—I take a hypathetical 
case here of the course she would 
take with regard to the woollen and 
cotton industries—-she not only makes 
terms which are convenient to herself, but 
she very carefully considers whether those 
terms will give as little advantage to 
British woollen and cotton goods as pos- 
| sible ; and the extreme sub-divisions with 
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regard to this class of goods are such as to 
make it possible to make a treaty of no 
advantage.to any country but the con- 
tries who are parties to the making of the 
treaty. The noble Lord was guilty, if I 
may say 80, of the same inconsistency that 
I detected in the speech of Lord Tweed- 
mouth. The noble Lords say, sup- 
pose you put on a retaliatory duty, and 
after some time you withdraw it, having 
gained your object, think of the difficulties 
of the industries which have grown up 
under that treaty, and the difficulty of the 
capitalists and the employment of the 
workmen! But, in the next breath, they 
tell us that dumping is good for this coun- 
try and they never think of the capita- 
lists who are undersold, or the workmen 
who have lost employment, through 
dumped goods. What is sauce for the 
goose is sauce for the gander, and the 
same interest as is shown in the industry 
fostered by retaliation should attach to 
the native industry undermined by 
dumped goods. Lord Avebury made the 
point that our trade is bigger than that of 
Germany ; so it is, but how much bigger 
was it twenty-five years ago? I will 
come to that point at more length 
presently, but in the whole consideration 
of this question the Government take 
their stand on what the Prime Minister 
said, that we have to study on this occa- 
sion the dynamies and not the statics of 
the ease. 


Now I should like to say a word or two 
as to the remarks of the noble Lord, Lord 
Tweedmouth. He compared my noble 
friend Lord Balfour of Burleigh to a leaf. 
He spoke of the divergence of opinion in 
the Government on this question with the 
sympathy which could only be shown by 
one who had himself passed through 
desp waters. He said he had not the 
faintest idea what the policy of the Gov- 
ernment was, but he proceeded to explain 
that he was definitely opposed to it. The 
nole Lord begged the whole question by 
stating that retaliation and preference 
both mean the restriction of wages, and 


then he passed on to press us in the form | 
of the Motion of the noble Lord Crewe for | 


a clear definition of our aims. Now, on 


this point there is no possibility of the 
Government and the Opposition seeing 
the case from the same point of view. 
Let us have that clear understanding 
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between us. You do not believe in the 
policy of retaliation, wedo. You want to 
wreck it; we want to preserve it; and 
therefore we consider and study your 
arguments and cross-examinings from 
that standpoint. Now my Lords, I must 
ask your Lordships to pardon me if I try 
to establish what I may call the basis of the 
Government’s position in this matter, and 
also the basis of the opposition of our 
opponents. Our opponents say the 
country is in a state of great prosperity, 
why not leave things alone? We admit 
that prosperity. You ask us still more 
pointedly, “ Then why not leave things 
alone.” We ask you, “ Are there no bad 
signs ; are there no signs so bad as to be 
absolutely omnious”’,? After all, in private 
life, {if on a summer’s day a black cloud 
comes upon the horizon it is not con- 
sidered to be the most sensible thing for a 
man to say, “ It has been fine ; it is fine, 
and therefore it will be fine.” Of all the 
optimistic statements that I have heard for 
some time the statement of the noble Lord, 
Lord Avebury, was the most optimistic, 
and I shall ask your Lordships to consider 
with me at some little length whether there 
are signs which can fairly be described as 
ominous and foreboding. Lastly, my 
Lords, there are those among your Lord- 
ships, who say “ Even if there are bad 
signs the remedy proposed is worse than 
the disease, because the whole of the pros- 
perity of this country is founded on a 
system of freeimports.” Indeed there are 
people—I do not say there are any in your 
Lordships’ House—who are so prejudiced 
upon this subject that they would lead one 
to think that every step in the develop- 
ment of the human race from the concep- 
tion of the Ark to the discovery of radium 
was due to free imports. I ask your 
Lordships to consider with m2, is this a 
true description of the basis of our pros- 
perity, and whether there are or are not 
ominous signs on the horizon. 


My noble friend just now quoted a 
Blue-book which has had much too little 
attention during this controversy. I do 
not mean the Blue-book which has just 
been published, but the one published a 
year before this controversy began. The 
memorandum on British and Foreign 
Trade published by the Board of Trade 
in 1902, after comparing the decreasing 
rate of the growth of our population 





215 Fiscal 


States—this memorandum written a year 
before this controversy began—goes on 
in these words— 


“‘ Both Germany and the United States have 
both attained to the position of increasing their 


non-agricultural population more quickly than the , 


United Kingdom. The conclusion, therefore, 
would seem to be that the days of the manufac- 
turing and industrial predominance of the United 
Kingdom, and even of its manufacturing and 
industrial pre-eminence, seem likely to be far from 
what they were.” 


My next point is asign of this decline in 
our manufacturing and industrial pre- 
eminence. In 1880 I find that Germany 
and the United States combined did not 
equal our output of pig-iron. Last year 
they produced more than three times the 
quantity which we did. That was from 
1880 to 1903. I find in 1890 these two 
countries combined made less than twice 
as much steel as we did, and now they 
make more than four times as much. 
That is in the space of eleven years. I 
find in the same Blue-book a comparison 
of the exports of manufactures. The five 
years average from 1880 to 1884 and from 
1896 to 1900. The noble Lord will per- 
haps allow me to correct him. He said last 
year was our greatest year for exports. 
The greatest year was 1900, and therefore 
the years 1896 to 1900 cover our greatest 
period of exports. During that period 
the exports of France increased 12°3 per 
cent., those of Germany 36°6 per cent., and 
those of the United States 153°9 per cent., 
whilst those of the United Kingdom re- 
mained absolutely stationary. The 
observation of the Board of Trade as to 
these figures is as follows— 

“The fact of large expansion in the case of 

. Germany and the United States taken in con- 
junction with the stationary condition of affairs 


as regards the United Kingdom is not so satis- 
factory as could be wished.” 


The last case I will take I think is the 
most important of all. This is from the 
recently published Blue-book. All ar- 
ticles of British produce are divided into 
sections in the Blue-book, one the ex- 
ports to the principal protected countries, 
and one to the non-protected countries 
and to the British Empire, and we find 
the exports to the principal protected 
countries is £100,000,000, but to the 
non-protected countries and to the 
British Empire £176,000,000, which is 
a complete reversal of the position of 

The Earl of Selborne. 


{LORDS} 
with that of Germany and the United | 
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fifty years ago. Now I want to dwell 
upon this. Whatever the views of your 
Lordships may be on this fiscal contro- 


| versy, not one of you will deny the enor- 


mous importance of these figures in regard 
to this question of non-protected and 
Imperial markets. By what force do we 
hold those markets. That is a question 
I particularly want your Lordships to 
ask yourselves. By what force do we 
hold those markets, which are absolutely 
essential to the existence of our popula- 
tion, because later on in the Blue-book 
it is shown that from one-fifth or one- 
sixth of the whole wages bill of this 
country is due to foreign trade. Now 
I will divide these markets into three 
classes. First of all there are the foreign 
countries, like the South American Re- 
publics, which are absolutely indepen- 
dent. It is in their power to become 
highly protected countries to-morrow, 
and they could make a reciprocity 
treaty with other countries, like the 
United States, to-morrow. We hold 
those markets wholly and solely by 
the pure goodwill of those countries. 
Then there are the markets in the sell- 
governing colonies which we also hold 
by the pure goodwill of those colonies. 
They are perfectly free to become more 
protective or to make a reciprocity 
arrangement with other countries, and 
thus ensure that the trade should pass 
from us. Such an arrangement between 
Canada and the United States has been 
frequently mentioned, but I hope we 
shall never see it put into force. But 
our tenure of those markets is dependent, 
not on ourselves, but on the Colonies. 
Lastly, I come to that part of the 
Empire which does not enjoy self- 
government—India, the Malay States, 
and those tropical and semi-tropical 
colonies your Lordships know so well, 
and I class with them China and coun- 
tries like her, where we hold special 
treaty rights in respect of trade. What 
is our tenure of those markets ? It is the 
tenure of the sword and of the sword alone. 
We hold those markets by the strength 
of the right arm of the nation, and I 
wonder, with the Prime Minister, that it 
has ever been thought compatible that 
with a system of free imports we should 
have a small Army and a reduced Navy ? 
Have your Lordships considered how 
many of these markets have been'wrested 








a 





S408 OC RP DO het me a 


~~ 2 2 F & ® 


fo) 


—~ Se Cr Ch oe 








217 Fiscal 


from us in the last few years. There are 
the recent losses of the markets of the 
Phillipines and Hawaii and Cuba and 
Puerto Rico, and also of Tunis and 
Madagascar. It is not an exaggeration 
to say that the unoccupied portion of the 
world in which we have no treaty rights, 
or which do not come under the British 
flag but which are absorbed by another 
nation, pass into that division of pro- 
tected markets in which our trade is 
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constantly dwindling. Should we have | 


no opportunity of 
in such a case, may we say, as Madagascar 


retaliating again | 


and Tunis? Therefore, I say, in the view , 


of the Government, the case is estab- 
lished. There are black clouds on the 
horizon, and there are signs which reason- 
ably cause great misgiving. 
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Duke is in his place. In his speech the 
other day at the Guildhall the noble 
Duke used these words— 

“‘T know there are some who are bold enough 
to argue that the country was prosperous before 
free trade. I do not believe anyone will be bold 
enough to come to the Guildhall and make that 
assertion.” 


What I want to find out to-night is, what 
is the historic test in this matter? The 
first test I apply is the noble Duke’s own 
test. The noble Duke a little later said— 

“The Board of Trade has made an estimate, 
an estimate which I have not seen questioned, 


that, measured by a constant and not by a fluctu- 
ating standard, computed at the prices of a 


Policy. 


| certain year, and assuming those prices to re- 


Now I would ask your Lordships another | 


question. Are we right or are we wrong 
to revolt, because that is a word that 
may be fairly used, against this exercise 
of authority which would debar us from 
examining as to whether our prosperity 
is really due solely to this system of free 
imports? Let us try and get at the 
historical truth of this matter. 
to-night I have heard expressions which 


Even ' 


would lead one to suppose that those | 


who use them think that our prosperity 
only began sixty years ago. 


main the volume and quantity of our trade has 
increased in the last thirty years—as to our im- 
ports it has doubled, and as to our exports it 
has increased by 60 per cent.” 

Now Lagree with the noble Duke that 
this is an interesting test of the measure of 
prosperity, but I think he forgot to apply 
that same test and that same standard 
to the thirty years before free imports. 
The figures of the Board of Trade for the 
period, and I have them here, show in- 
stead of an increase of 60 per cent., an 
increase of over 300 per cent., and that is 
the period as to which the noble Duke 
says he cannot understand anybody 
saying there was any prosperity in it. 


I think my | But there are authorities to be found on 


noble friend Lord Tweedmouth said it this matter. Has the noble Duke ever 
was during this period that London had | studied the classical work of that time— 
become the commercial centre of the| Porter's “ Progress of the Nation ? ” 


universe. 
Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: No. 


*Tue Eart or SELBORNE: I beg the 
noble Lord’s pardon. Some other noble 
Lord used that expression, but let your 
Lordships consider there was not one of 
our great industries which was not in 
existence sixty years ago. Sixty years 
ago we were commercially supreme, and 
had no rivals. Sixty years ago London 
was the commercial capital of the world, 
as it is to-day. But Hamburg and 
Antwerp to-day are great rivals. Every 
one of our staple trades—iron, cotton, 
wool, linen, was established long before 
sixty years ago, and, my Lords, the truth 
is not that our prosperity was created by 
the policy adopted sixty years ago, but 


that it has greatly increased under that 
Iam glad to see that the noble | 


policy. 


It is a voluminous work of infinite 
research, which goes through every 


' trade and class of population ; the work 


| that time. 


of an enthusiastic free-trader and an 
out and out supporter of Mr. Cobden 
and of the repeal of the Corn Laws. The 
author thought the millennium had come 
because the Corn Laws had been repealed. 
He was perfectly fair in the treatment of 
his subjeet and you will find, my Lords, 
many allusions to the dark shadows of 
The misery of the popu- 
lation is depicted in glowing colours ; 
but judging the nation as a whole 
by the facts as he found them and 
by the statistics of that time, what is 
the judgment of this man of the state of 
the prosperity of the nation? The year 
is the year 1847, and this is what he says 
at page 530— 

“Not only is the proportion of persons in 
the community who pass their lives in active 
industry labouring with their hands or their 
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heads greater in this than in almost any other great cities and in their powers of con- 


well- peopled country in Europe, but the amount | sumption. 


Yes, my Lords, but it may 


of skilled labour performed in a given time by | , . : 
any given number of their countrymen is com- | be replied to that, that Sir Robert Peel 


monly greater than that accomplished by the | changed his mind a year or two later. 


like number of any other people in Europe. | That is quite true. 


To this circumstance it is in a great part owing 
that, with a higher rate of daily wages paid for 
fewer hours of toil than are required in other 


countries, our manufacturers have been able | 


under other adverse circumstances to maintain 
superiority over their rivals.” 


And on page 600 there is this remark- 
able verdict— 


“This fact appears so amply confirmed 
by proofs that meet us on every side—proofs 
admitting of no doubts and incapable of re- 
ceiving any other interpretation—that it is 
marvellous how they can escape the notice of 
any one or fail to produce the universal con- 
viction that if we have not made such progress 
as our means should have enabled us towards 
the well-being of all classes of the community, 
we have yet during the present century, and 
especially within the last twenty-five years, made 
great advances in that direction, greater perhaps 
than were ever before realised by peaceful means 
and by any community in any equal period of 
time.” 

Now, my Lords, I think that those quota- 
tions prove, that judged by the standard 
of that time, not by ourstandard—judged 
by what the world then knew and the 
conditions of other countries in the world 
—England at that time was prosperous. 
The fact is, that exactly the same argu- 
ment that is now used against the 
Government for raising this question and 


the arguments drawn from the prosperity | 


of the country by the present opponents 
of the Government are the same as those 
used by the supporters of the old system 
against the anti-Corn Law League of that 
time and no less a person used it than 
Sir Robert Peel. This is what he said 
on 11th. February, 1839— 

“That statement must have confirmed those 
who were formerly wavering in their support of 
the Corn Laws, must have removed the doubts 


of those who hesitated and had not made up 
their opinion, and convinced all men that the 


manufacturing and commercial interests of this 


country were in the most flourishing and 
prosperous condition.” 

On the 15th March, a month later, 
he made exactly the same speech mutatis 
mutandis and used the same arguments 
as Lord Goschen used last July. On 


Why? Because at 
the time I spoke of he was looking only 
‘at the present prosperity. He shut his 
eyes to the clouds on the horizon until 
he was overwhelmed by the storm and 
bad to yield to facts. Perhaps history 
will repeat itselt. 


Now, my Lords, dealing with this 
question of free imports. It is a 
fair question to ask, and it has never 
been fairly answered : if all our prosperity 
| has been due to free imports, to what has 
the prosperity of other countries been 
due? The noble Lord, Lord Avebury, 
said that their prosperity was in despite 
of their fiscal system. I do not think 
that is a reasonable answer; for most 
Germans would claim that their pros- 
_perity was due to protection, and that 
| would be as fair an argument for them to 
use as is Lord Avebury’s claim, that all 
our prosperity is due to the system of 
free imports. The fact is, that the 
effects of both these systems have 
been exceedingly over - estimated by 
‘their respective advocates. I say that 
both these fiscal systems have been 
but small contributors to the aggregate 
of causes of prosperity. What has been 
the real operative cause of the great 
prosperity of this country and of other 
countries in the last half century? It 
is that their natural resources, their posi- 
tion in the world, the characteristics of 
their people, and the natural products of 
the soil, all these giant resources have been 
raised from their long slumber by the fairy 
touch of steam and of gold. It is the 
world-wide influence of steam transport 
with the great lubricating influence of 
gold that has been at the root of the 
prosperity of this country and of that 
of other nations, and it is because we 


‘hold this view that we do not propose 


15th March, reverting to the same subject, | 


he went through the trade returns and 
savings bank returns, in great minute- 


ness, showing how great had been the’ 


this policy of retaliation with the fear 
and trembling of our opponents, and 
that we do not bar the consideration 
of this question by the plea of an in- 
fallible system. After all, it would have 
been strange indeed if the system of 


| free imports had produced all the great 


results attributed to it, consider- 


increase in population and wealth of | ing that ‘no man ever devised the 
The Earl of Selborne. 
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system, and that it was the result of a 
great though honest miscalculation. 
We believe Sir Robert Peel improved 
the system he found; we believe it is 
in our power to improve the system we 
find, and we do not believe that the 
fiscal system is the only part of our 
political system in which no improve- 
ment is possible. We believe in retalia- 
tion as a policy and as an instrument. 
We do not believe it is impossible for us 
to use it with great advantage. We do 
not share the views of our opponents that 
it is a weapon too dangerous to be 
touched, and we are quite unable to agree 
with them that in the whole field of 
human experience the only bargain in 
which you do better for yourself by hav- 
ing nothing to give and nothing to 
withhold is, a commercial treaty between 
two nations. Now, why do we not 
answer the Questions put to us by our 
opponents ; Questions which _ en- 
deavour to extract from us in advance 
the methods by which we shall carry out 
this policy if the country trusts us? The 
reason is, my Lords, because we know 
those questions are only devised with the 
object of tying our hands. We do not 
pretend to see all the circumstances which 
may face us when we come again to 
power, 


*A NOBLE LORD :..'That may be a long 
time. 


*THe Eart or SELBORNE: We have 
never had any idea of withdrawing this 
question from the control of Parliament. 
We could not if we would,and we would not 
if we could, but, as the Amendment of my 
noble friend shows, we are not prepared to 
lay down stringent and minute rules in 
advance for the guidance of Parliaments 
which have not yet been born. On this 
question it has been a great mis- 
fortune to us to differ from some of our 
closest and most intimate political friends. 
That difference isnolightmatter. Wehave 
not been in close comradeship with them 
for the last eighteen years without realis- 
ing the priceless value of their personal 
and political friendship, and we know 
from experience that the only motives 
that guide them in these matters are 
motives of patriotism and of duty, and 
we are able to measure the strength of 
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their convictions upon this subject by 
the magnitude of the risk they are pre- 
paredtorun. They ure prepared torun the 
risk of putting into power men who, if they 
could, would undo the work which they 
themselves have devoted their lives to 
during the past eighteen years. They 
are prepared to run the risk of 
Home Rule for Irelandand of wreck- 
ing that educational policy to which we 
and they alike stand committed. There- 
fore we are able to measure the strength 
of their convictions. Why is it so? 
It is because we are confirmed supporters 
of retaliation, because we refuse to join in 
the ban of preference to our colonies. 
It is one of the principal causes of 
separation between us that we refuse to 
join them in banning preferences. They 
have their ideal, but it seems to us 
dwarfed by excessive veneration of the 
past and undue timidity with regard to 
the future. We know they are genuine, 
but we, too, have our ideals. It has been 
insinuated, not in your Lordships’ House, 
or by anyone who has spoken to-night, 
but it has been insinuated more than 
once that those who differ from us are 
the only ones who reckon in any way on 
the moral forces that makes a nation. That 
statement is as clearly devoid of truth as 
it is divorced from charity. We desire 
that this country should not only remain 
a great commercial nation, but the pre- 
dominant commercial nation. We do 
not desire our population to dwindle. 
We desire that the rate of growth of 
population should increase, and we desire 
by our policy and by our acts to enlarge 
the area of employment for the people of 
this country and so continue the process 
of the development of their welfare, and 
it is with that object in view that we take 
up retaliation as a practical means to a 
practical end. We refuse to join in 
the ban of preference not because prefer- 
ence is the policy we are putting before 
the people, but because the future consoli- 
dation of this Empire is to us a noble and 
glorious ideal, and we will not join with 
those who, whether they share that ideal 
or not, say in advance that there cannot 
be any road to progress in that ideal 
through any form of preference, 


Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON: 
My Lords, not being a financier or an 
economist, I should not have risen at all 
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in this debate, but that I wish to call 
attention for a few moments to one aspect 
of the question which has not yet received 
much attention either in Parliament or out 
ofdoors. The noble Lord, Lord Donough- 


more, who spoke recently from the Govern- | 


ment bench, alluded to the bearing which 
this question has to Ireland. That is the 
aspect that especially comes home to me, 
and I am glad that this sentiment finds 
an echo on the Treasury Bench. I was 
somewhat disappointed, after my hopes 
had been raised by the noble Lord, at his 
not pursuing the subject a little farther 
and explaining to us in what way the 
Government policy would benefit Ireland. 
But before I go into that more elemen- 
tary portion of the question I wish for a 
very few moments to say a few words on 
the more general part of the subject. My 


{LORDS} 
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there were dark clouds on the horizon 
and disquieting signs that we must con- 
sider, and that, while he did not ban pre- 
ference, all the Government had to 
propose for the present was a system of 
retaliation. Well, my Lords, I confess 
‘that, although I have no _ objection 
|to the principle of retaliation, [ can- 
|not see that it will take us very 
| far on. If the state of our affairs 


| is so serious, the way to combat that is 
| by a satisfactory fiscal policy to deal with 
la great emergency. The Motion of the 
' noble Earl which is upon the Paper deals, 
|I think, chiefly, if not exclusively, witi 
| retaliation, and Iwish therefore to address 
-myself to that question. As I under- 
| stood the noble Earl, noble Lords on 
| that Bench are not against retaliation in 
| principle if it can be shown to have a fair 
| chance of proving effective, and if it can be 


Lords, the noble Karl dealt, in the eloquent | shown that you have a chance of carrying 
speech he has just delivered, largely with | it out without incurring greater disadvan- 
retaliation, and his speech also contained | tages than those which you remove. But 
a defence, I think, of the principle of|[ think we all want to know in what 
protection, because, as I understood, spirit retaliation is to be carried on. 
although he did not go the length of The Government have put forward a 





saying it, that free imports were respon- 
sible for our failure to maintain our 
predominance in trade, or, at all events, 
we could not set down to the credit of 
free imports our commercial prosperity—- 


*Tue Eart or SELBORNE: I am 
sorry if the noble Lord misunderstood 
me. I did not argue in that direction 
in the least. What I said was that 
neither the free imports of this country 
nor the protection of Germany were the 
true causes of the prosperity of those 
countries. 


Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON : 
I am sorry if I misunderstood the noble 
Lord. I understood him to say that free 
imports and protection had been regarded 
with undue importance in both countries, 
and I understood that the moral he drew 
was that retaliation was the one road to 
salvation. 


*THE EARL OF SELBORNE: No, the 
moral I drew was that there was not this 
grave danger lurking behind the reversal 
of our present fiscal system that others 
seem to indicate. . 


Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON : 
I understood the noble Lord to argue from 
the state of affairs he presented that 


Lord Monteagle of Brandon. 


/system of retaliation as a road to free 
| exchange, but, my Lords, it is admitted 
| if the threat of retaliation is not sufficient 
| to procure that free exchange, and if you 
carry out your threat and impose a 
| retaliatory tax and that is not sufficient 
| to procure a free exchange, that, then, the 
tax will remain. In that case the tax 
, becomes protective, and, therefore, unless 
| your retaliation is successful it does 
become protection. That in itself is 
enough to give serious pause to us before 
| we embark in retaliation as one of the 
| main portions of our fiscal policy. But, 
_my Lords, the Government has been 
‘applied to several times to give your 
| Lordships a concrete case where retalia- 
| tion had been successful, and the noble 
| Earl triumphantly produced the case of 
‘the tariff war between Germany and 
| Russia, 

| *Tue Eart or SELBORNE: I am 
sorry to interrupt the noble Lord, but 
the noble Lord rather misrepresents me. 
I did not in any way stand godfather to 
the quarrel between Germany and 
Russia, but gave it as an _ historical 
case, and I think it met the question. 


Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON: 
1 thought that the Question the noble 
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Lord, Lord Coleridge asked was, whether 
there was any case of successful retalia- 


tion, and I understood the noble Earl 


to quote this case. I should like to ask 
the Government now, if no answer has 
been given to the Question already, can 
they point to a case of successful retaliation 
where the retaliation has produced the 
desired effect which they aim at? As 
regards the tariff war to which the noble 
Ear! referred I believe, in that case, there 
was great injury inflicted on both sides, 
stringent measures were taken, heavy 
taxes were imposed, neither side would 
give way, and that condition of things 
went on for years. 


Tue Marquess or SALISBURY: For 
nine months only. 


Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON: 
Well, for however long it lasted, it will not 
be disputed that large losses were in- 
curred; that the parties arrived 
eventually at the status quo ante, and that 
it was really a drawn battle. I do not 
suppose that the tax of which Germany 
complained was 
Germany attained her ends through that 
tariff war. But, my Lords, my point is 
that though I should be quite glad to see 
retaliation tried as an engine of free 
trade, I should very strongly object to 
see it used as an engine of protection. 
You have then a serious danger of its 
becoming an engine of protection. How 
is it to be carried out? I must say that I 
agree with the Government that it would 
be very difficult effectively to carry on 


negotiations between this country and , 


another, unless the Government have 
something in the nature of a mandate. I 
think it is only natural that the Govern- 
ment should ask for a mandate, but when 
we come to consider how this power 
which is to be given to the Government, 
if the Government succeed in obtainin 
the mandate, is to be used, I think the 
danger of its leading to protection is very 
great, and that it becomes very important 


indeed to see what control should be | 


exercised over it. I think the 
Questions which the noble Earl has 
asked are extremely pertinent to 
the issue. When we are asked to trust 
a Government in this matter we want to 
know who we are to trust. We know 


that there are in the Unionist Party two 
VOL. CXXX. [FourtH SERIEs. | 
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withdrawn or that | 


€ all in that, 
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sections, and we are told that we cannot 
know what is to be done in this matter 
until after the general election. But when 
we are asked to ac’ept the policy and 
asked to write a blank cheque in this 
way now, I think it is a very dubious 


proceeding. 


Coming to the question as to how 
retaliation would affect Ireland it 
seems to me that retaliation can have 
very little effect in Ireland one way or 
the other. The only large industries 
upon which it could have any beneficial 
effects are the linen and shipbuilding 
industries. Now, my Lords, everybody 
knows that the shipbuilding industry 
would be very seriously injured by any 
tampering with free imports, and that 
even dumping is beneficial to the ship- 
Luilding industry, therefore we will put 
that on one side. New with regard to 
linen we find our principal exports in 
linen from the United Kingdom, I have 
not the figures with regard to Ireland 
separately, seem to rise as_ the 
duty rises. Itis a very curious thing 
that half the whole exports go to the 
United States where the duty is very high, 
£2,000,000 out of £6,000,000 to Germany, 
where thedutyis moderatelyhigh, anda pro- 
portion to Belgium, acountry which could 
hardly be called protected and which ex- 
ports a good deal more linen than she takes. 
Now the markets most important to the 
linen manufacturers would no doubt be the 
American and German markets, but if 
you were to attempt negotiations on the 
basis suggested I am afraid we might 
come off worst, because no doubt other 
matters like dumped steel would come in, 
and we might even suffer from further 
reprisals from these countries. Therefore 
it seems to me that that great staple trade 
could not be favoured by retaliation. As 
regards agricultural exports, the main 
production of Ireland, there is no case at 
Agricultural produce we 
export mainly to the United Kingdom. 
If there is no duty against us no duty is 
to be put on, and, as the noble Lord has 
pointed out, retaliation can hardly assist 
the farmer in any part of the United 
Kingdom. In Ireland there can beno half- 
way house between retaliation and protec- 
tion. Protection is the only thing the Irish 
farmer would thank you for, and I hope he 
will not havethe temptation put before him. 


_ It is much better, in my opinion, to rely 


H 
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with the help of education to develo 

self-help in the Irjsh farmer, who woul 

then be able to give a good account of 
himself in the future. I will not detain 
your Lordships longer. 


Tue Eart or CHESTERFIELD: On 
behalf of the noble Lord the Duke of 
Devonshire I beg to move that the 
debate be now adjourned, 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 
House adjourned at half-past 


Eleven o’clock, till To.- | 
morrow, half-past Ten o’clock. | 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 18th February, 1904. 





The House met at Two of the Clock. 





UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
B US T NE SS. 


{COMMONS} 
like the Danish farmer on free trade, and | 


_and Improvements) Bill. 
, the London County Council to construct 
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respect of the Bills comprised in the 
List reported by the Chairman of Ways. 
and Means as intended to originate in 
the House of Lords, he has certified that 


_ the Standing Orders have been complied 


with in the following case, viz. :—Mid- 


Cheshire Tramways. 


London County Council (Tramways 
*To enable 


and work new tramways in the counties 
of London and Middlesex ; to alter and 


re-construct tramways in the county of 


London ; to make street improvements in 
the counties of London, Kent, and 
Middlesex ; to empower the Council of 
the Metropolitan Borough of Woolwich 
to construct a new street; and for other 


| purposes,” presented, and read the first 


time ; and ordered to be read a second 
time. 


Rotherham Corporation Bill. “ To 
provide for altering the wards of 
the County Borough of Rotherham and 
for increasing the number of aldermen 
and councillors ; to confer further powers 


on the Corporation of the borough in 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 


First Reading thereof, Standing Order | 


No. 63 has been complied with, viz :— 
Torquay Tramways Bill. Ordered, That 
the Bill be read a second time. 


SUBSTITUTED _ BILLS 
ORDERS APPLICABLE 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, introduced 
pursuant to the provisions of The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, the Standing Orders which 
are applicable thereto have been com- 
plied with, viz. :—Clyde Navigation 
(Shieldhall Docks); Clyde Navigation 
(Works). 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps]. 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 


Lord Monteagle of Brandon. 


(STANDING 
THERETO 


| Barton; Pendlebury; 


regard to their gas, water, tramways, and 
electrical undertakings ; to make further 


' provisions for the health, improvement, 


and local government of the borough ; 
and for other purposes,” presented, and 
read the first time; and ordered to be 
read a second time. 


PETITIONS. 


LICENCES (RENEWAL). 


Petitions against alteration of Law; 
from Kidderminster; Shipley; South- 
end; Birmingham; Stoke Newington; 
Crigglestone; Knaresborough; Sunder- 
land; Walton-on-the-Hill; Blandford; 
Salisbury (two); Lewisham; Gronant; 
Newcastle-on-Tyne (two); Liverpool 
(three); Coventry (two); Whixall; 
Ware; Preston (three); Ravensthorpe; 
Thurso; Fleetwood; Aberdeen; Neath; 
Stourbridge; Berwick-on-Tweed; Strom- 
ness; Settle; Hirwain; Aberdare; 
Troedyrhiw (three); Cwmdare; Merthyr 
Tydfil; Eccles; Bethesda; Eccleshill; 
Low Moor; Wibsey; Idle; Queensbury; 
Whitchurch ; 
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Helifax; Bristol; Clydebank; Sheffield; 


Questions. 


Woodhouse; Edinburgh (two); East 
Kirkby; Pensarn; Soar; Bermondsey; 
Tottenham; Tanygroes; Bethesda; 
Dyfiryn Dyfi; Battersea; and Aber- 
dovey; to lie upon the Table. 


PAYMENT OF JURORS. 


Petition from London, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF GROUND RENTS AND 
VALUES. 


Petition from Battersea, for legisla- 
tion; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


WOODS, FORESTS, AND LAND 
REVENUES. 


Abstract Accounts presented, for the 
year ended 3lst March, 1903, together 
with the Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General thereon [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 66.] 


PAPER LAID UPON THETABLE BY THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 


Inquiry into charities (Gateshead 
County Borough). Return relative 
thereto [ordered 9th February; Mr. 
Griffith-Boscawen]; to be printed. [No. 
67.] 


QUEEN’S COLLEGE, BELFAST (STAFF 
AND EQUIPMENT). ; 


Return ordered, “of Copy of (1) Re- 
solutions adopted by the Council of 
Queen’s College, Belfast, on the 4th 
December, 1903, and by the Corporate 
Body on 9th December, 1903; (2) Irish 
Government Letter of 17th December, 
1903, in acknowledgment of same; (3) 
Letter of 11th January, 1904, from the 
President of University College, Dublin; 
and (4) Irish Government Letter of 15th 
January, 1904, in acknowledgment of 
same.” —(Mr. Wyndham.) 


Return presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table and to be printed. 
(No. 68.] 


{18 Fesruary 1904} 


Questions. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
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Russia and the Treaty of Aigun. 

Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): To ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, having regard to the 
breach by Russia of the Convention to 
evacuate Manchuria, the Foreign Office 
has proposed to the Chinese Government 
that they should denounce the Treaty of 
Aigun, whereby the navigation of the 
Amur, Sungari, and Ussuri was opened 
by China to Russia exclusively. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) His Majesty’s 
Government do not consider that failure 
on the part of Russia to execute the 
provisions of the Convention for the 
evacuation of Manchuria would justify 
them in recommending the Chinese 
Government to denounce the Treaty of 
Aigun, which has been in force since 1858, 
and to which no objection has hitherto 
been taken. 


Atrocities on the Congo—Action of 

the Powers. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): To 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs what is the present 
position of our negotiations with the 
other European Powers with regard to 
the alleged atrocities in the treatment of 
natives in the Congo State and the 
necessity of bringing that treatment 
before a competent tribunal to sift the 
evidence and, if proved, provide adequate 





| 





remedies for the prevention of cruelties 
alleged to be practised in Mid Africa. 


(Answered{by Earl Percy.) His Majesty’s 
Government have addressed communica- 
tions to the Powers on the subject re- 
ferred to by the hon. Member, and no 
replies have yet been received. 


Sugar Refineries in East London—Persons 
Employed. 

Sm THOMAS DEWAR (Tower 
Hamlets, St. George’s): To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether he can state the number of per- 
sons employed in sugar refineries in the 
East End of London for 1872, 1882, 1892 
and 1902. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 


Douglas.) 1am unable to supply the hon. 
H 2 
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Member with the figures he desires for the 
years mentioned. e nearest informa- 
tion in my possession is as follows :—The 
Return of Persons Employed in 1901 
(now in course of preparation), shows 
1,969 persons employed in sugar refineries 
in the East of London and the adjoining 
part of Essex ; and the Return for 1895 
shows 1,552 persons employed for the 
same area; in both years the number 
employed in the East of London forming 
only a small part of the total. A Return 
for 1889-90 shows no persons employed 
in the East of London and 1,758 employed 
in the adjoining part of Essex; anda 
Return for 1870-1871 shows 1,332 persons 
employed in Essex and Middlesex together. 


Questions. 


{COMMONS} 





In the last mentioned years, however, the | 
statutory definition of factory was differ- | 


ent from the present definition in the 
Factory Act, and the figures do not ad- 
mit of comparison. 


Condition of Mrs. Maybrick’s Release. 


We. REARS Tere): Fe See | various contractors, and, in any case, it 


the Secretary of State for the Home 


Department whether Mrs. Maybrick — | for foreign-wade material, ‘re 
applicable to all female convicts similarly | the practice pursued by the Commissioners 


be released under any general 
situated; if not, whether he will state 
the grounds for her release; and whether 
‘any, and, if any, how many, female con- 
victs who are now in prison have been 
confined for a longer period than Mrs. 
Maybrick’s term of actual imprisonment. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) The circumstances of female 
convicts under life sentences vary so 
much that there can be no general rule 
applicable to all. Each case has to be 
considered on its merits, and each case is 
so considered from time to time. It 
would be contrary to practice to state 
the grounds on which the prerogative of 
mercy is exercised in any case. No 
female convict is.now in custody who has 
been confined for a longer period than 
Mrs. Maybrick has been; but this fact 
does not imply any rule as to the 
maximum detention of female convicts. 


Prison Commissioners and Public 
ontracts. 


Str JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he is aware that 
the Prison Commissioners have been 
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Questions. 
exhibiting to tenderers samples of foreign: 
made canvas, to be made in the prisons 
of the United Kingdom into mail bags 
and other goods for the Post Office ; that, 
contrary to the practice of all other 
Departments, the Prison Commissioners 
contract with middlemen instead of 
directly with manufacturers, and that in 
recent years these middlemen have 
negotiated large contracts for the 
Government with French and Belgian 
firms ; and whether he will communicate 
with the Prison Commissioners in order 
to bring their method of contracting into 
line with that of other Government 
Departments. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 
I have referred to the Prison Commis- 
sioners in this matter, and am informed 
that they do not know the country of 
origin of the samples of canvas which are, 
in the ordinary course, offered for inspec- 
tion to persons wishing to tender. They 
are the usual samples as obtained from 


is not implied that the tenders should be 
As regards 


in inviting tenders, the proposed con- 
tracts, which are advertised extensively, 
are open to anyone, whether manu- 
facturer or middleman, subject to the 
usual inquiries as to his capacity, respec- 
tability, etc. The Commissioners are of 
opinion that their peculiar circumstances, 
in having no facilities for storage, ana 
being obliged to arrange for supplies to 
be delivered as wanted, in small quantities 
and at many different prisons on the re- 
quisition from time to time of governors, 
would, if the contracts were confined to 
large manufacturers, by adopting the 
practice of some other public Departments, 
whose circumstances are different, impose 
an inconvenient limit on the area of com- 
petition and might lead to a great increase 
in prices. Having regard to the require- 
ments of the prison service, I see no 
sufficient reason for disturbing the present 
practice. I may add that, asa fact, under 
the existing contracts made in accordance 
with that practice, at least four-fifths of 
the canvas supplied are British-made. 


Vaccination Exemption Certificates—Case 
of Mr. Pratt, of Balderton. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rygby): To ask the Secretary of State 
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for the Home Department whether he is 
aware that Mr. Pratt, of Balderton, ap- 
plied thre> times to the Newark County 
Petty Sessions for an exemption certificate 
from vaccination for his child and was 
refused, and that on the first two occasions 
his application was rejected because he 
had not a medical certificate that his child 
was unfit for vaccination; and whether, 
in View of the misapprehension among 
many magistrates as to their duties in 
this matter, he will propose amending 
legislation, substituting a statutory de- 
claration of conscientious objection for 
the present application to the magistrates. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) IT have been made aware of 
this case bya letter from Mr. Pratt. 
The question of amending the Vaccina- 
tion Acts does not fall within my 
Departmen* 


Rateable Value of Sugar Refineries in 
East End of London. 


Sir THOMAS DEWAR: To ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether he can state the rateable value 
of sugar refineries in the East End of 
Londen for 1872, 1882, 1892, and 1902. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I an 
sorry that I am. not in possession of the 
information for which my hon. friend 
asks, 


Russo-Japanese War—Interruptions of 
Service. 


Sik JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): To ask the Postmaster-General 
what, if any, alterations have been made 
in the mail service between the United 
Kingdom, British colonies or possessions, 
and Japan, consequent upon the outbreak 
of war between Japan and Russia. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The mail 
service to the Far East via Russia and 
Siberia is suspended ; and correspondence 
marked for conveyance by that route has 
to be sent via Suez or across America as 
the case may be. Otherwise no alterations 
have been made in the arrangements 
connected with the transmission of mails 
between the United Kingdom, her 
colonies and possessions, and Japan. 


{18 Fespruary 1904} 
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Postal T —Assimilation of 

Charges Pag eller me Words. 

Sir ROBERT HERMON-HODGE 
(Oxfordshire, Henley) : To ask the Post- 
master-General why it is that Goring-on- 
Thames counts as three words in a 
telegram, while Henley-on-Thames counts 
as one; and whether he will give 
instructions that in future Goring-on- 
Thames shall count as one word instead 
of three. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) “‘Henley- 
on-Thames” is accepted as one word in 
telegrams under the rule which says that 
= A et of towns and villages in the 
United Kingdom are counted as one word 
each.” Goring on Thames does not come 
under this rule because it is not the name 
of a town or village. The name of the 
village near Reading is Goring. 


New Road from Charing Cross to Mall— 
Date of Opening. 

Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, S.): To ask 
the hon. Member for the Chorley Division, 
as representing the First Commissioner 
of Works, if he can state when the new 
road from Charing Cross to the Mall is 
to be opened for traffic, 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) This 
work canrot be carried out until funds 
are provided, and the Metropolitan Im. 
provements (Funds) Bill now awaiting 
Second Reading has been introduced for 
that purpose. 


Agricultural Banks in India. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India if 
he will state how many agricultural banks 
have been established in the. different 
provinces of India up to the present 
time. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The Papers presented last session on the 
subject of the establishment of agricultural 
banks in India contain the available in- 
formation as to the number of these 
banks which are at present in existence. 
More exact information will be obtained 
when the Biil before the Viceroy’s Legis- 
lative Council to provide for their regis- 
tration and working becomes law. 


Irrigation Works in India—Proposed 
Expenditure. - 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he will state what sum 
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it is proposed to spend on irrigation 
works in each Province of India during 
the present year, and when some of the 
irrigation works recommended in the 
Report of the Irrigation Commission are 
likely to be commenced. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The information desired by the hon. 
Member on the subject of the amount 
which it is proposed to spend on irrigation 
during the next financial year will be 
given, as usual, in the Financial State- 
ment, which will, in due course, be 
presented to Parliament. I am awaiting 
the views of the Government of India 
regarding the action that should be taken 
on the recommendations of the Irrigation 
Commission. 


Siemship of Cherra Native State, Assam. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether he has received 
memorials from the people of the Cherra 
Native State, Assam, and from the ruling 
twelve clans of that State protesting 
against the action of the Government of 
India in overruling a decision of the late 
Chief Commissioner of Assam, Sir Henry 
Cotton, in regard ‘to the appointment of 
a successor to the late Siem (Chief) U 
Hajon Manick, who died on the 24th 
May, 1901; and whether, seeing that 
Chundra Singh, the nearest relative of the 
late Siem, was always recognised during 
that chieftain’s lifetime as the heir- 
apparent to the Siemship, and that the 
Khardarkar, or representatives of the 
twelve clans, on whom from time im- 
memorial the election to a vacant Siem- 
ship has devolved, elected Chundra Singh 
by a majority of 8 to 4, will he explain 
why the decision of the late Chief Com- 
missioner of Assam was reversed by the 
Government of India in favour of U 
Roba Singh, and will the question of 
succession be reconsidered. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
Memorials were received in 1902 from 
Chundra Singh, the rejected candidate 
for the Siemship of Cherra, and from 
representatives of the twelve clans who 
supported his claims. The Government of 
India, having regard to precedents and 
to all the circumstances of the case, were 
unable to approve the recommendation of 
_ the Chief Commissioner that the decision 
of the majority of the Durbar, referred 
to by the hon. Member, at which 
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only the twelve heads of the clans constitu- 
ting the State were present, should be 
accepted, and ordered a popular election 
to be held, at which Roba Singh was 
chosen unanimously. The Government 
of India thereon confirmed Roba Singh 
as chief. The case has been very fully 
considered both by the Government of 
India and the Secretary of State in 
Council. I see no reason for reopening 
the question. 


Maintenance of County Dublin Infirmary. 

Mr, CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
what was the contribution out of the 
county cess or the poor rate by the 
governors and governesses, and from any 
other source, towards the maintenance 
of the County Dublin Infirmary in the 
years 1897 and 1898, and what was 
the proportion of the contribution out of 
the county cess or poor rate towards the 
building of that institution. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
sources of income of the Meath Hospital 
and County Dublin Infirmary for the 
years ended 3lst March, 1897, 1898, and 
1901 are shown in the following table :— 





1896-7. 1897-8.'1900-1, 
| 
rae HE Se 
County Presentment - | 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 
Contributions from 
Governors and Sub- 


seribers - - - 1,487 1,995 1,622 
All other sources - 3,249 | 2.831 | 2,992 


Total - 5,736 5,826 5,614 





It is stated in the Report of the Dublin 
Hospitals Commission, which was pre- 
sented to Parliament in 1887, that the 
hospital as it was then reported upon, was 
built at a cost of £12,876, partly contri- 
buted by private subscription and partly 
by grants from the Grand Jury. The 
latter grants, I understand, amounted to 
£4,788. No grants have since been 
made from county sources for building 
purposes. A further sum of £17,393 has 
been expended on new buildings since 
the date of the Report, all of which was 
privately provided. 


Police at Ballynahinch, County Down. 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
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over and no notice taken of his 


constable in the town of Ballynahinch, | action, and will he be awarded a similar 
county Down, where there is one/ medal to that given to Sergeant-Major 
sergeant and five constables, is kept at | Cox. 


the cost of over a hundred pounds per | 
annum ; and if he can say how many | 
towns having a similar population have | 


a head constable in charge. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) It is | 
considered necessary in the public in- | 
terests to retain a head constable at 
Ballynahinch. Head constables are 
stationed in many other towns similiarly | 
circumstanced in respect to population. 


Drill Instructors to Royal Irish 
Constabulary. 


Mr. SLOAN : To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, in view of the fact that there 
are no recruits now in training at the 
Royal Irish Constabulary depét, inquiries 
will be made as to the necessity for 
further retaining the staff of drill 
instructors who hold the temporary rank 
of acting sergeant, and are occupying 
positions which might be held by senior 
constables. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The In- 
spector-General does not consider that 
the services of the present staff of drill 
instructors can be dispensed with. The 
reserve force at the depét is being aug- 
mented by a number of men serving in 
the country, and the instructors will be 
employed in putting these men through 
a course of drill. They will also be 
required for recruits as soon as recruiting 
recommences. 


South African War—Medal Awards— 
Case of Gunner Kelly. 

Mr. COGAN (Wicklow, E.) : To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether his 
attention has been called to the case of | 
Gunner James Kelly, J Battery, R.H.A. | 
(No. 88,614), who in an engagement at 
Slingersfontein, Cape Colony, in the late 
South African war, when a section of his 
battery was surrounded by Boers and 
Sergeant A. Watson was shot, ran to his 
aid under a heavy fire, and was subse- 
quently assisted by Sergeant-Major Cox 
as well as another man; and whether, 
seeing that Sergeant-Major Cox has been 


awarded a distinguished service medal | 
for saving Sergeant Watson’s life, he will 
explain why Gunner Kelly has been | 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The name of Gunner James 
Kelly, J Battery, R.H.A., was not 
brought to Lord Roberts’ notice for 
gallant conduct. Battery Sergeant-Major 
ocks was awarded the distinguished 
conduct medal for good work and not for 
any specific act of gallantry. I am afraid, 
therefore, that I am not in a position to 


| take any further steps in the matter. 


| Evidence of Commission of Inquiry into 


Transvaal Mines Department. 

Mr. HERBERT SA MUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he will 
place in the Library of the House copies 
of the Report and Evidence of the Com- 
mission appointed in the Transvaal in the 
autumn of 1903, at the instance of the 
Legislative Council, to inquire into the 
management of the Mines Department by 
Mr. Wybergh. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) I 
have communicated with Lord Milner on 
the subject of the Question. 


Chinese labour in South Africa—Pay- 

ments to Chinese Government. 

Mr. DUNCAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Otley): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies if he will say whether any 
payment will be made to the Chinese 
Government by an importer of labourers 
into South Africa, either in the form of 
payment for licence or capitation grant 


/on each enlisted labourer. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretury Lyttelton.) 
I am not in a position to make any 
definite statement on this matter pending 
negotiation, now in progress, with the 
Colonial Government on the regulations. 


Wilby Town Estates, Suffolk. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): To 
ask the Parliamentary Charity Commis- 
sioner when the last scheme relating to 
the Wilby Town Estates, Suffolk, was 
sealed, and whether a copy was sent in 
due form to each of the persons in- 
terested. 


(Answered by Mr. Griffith-Boscawen.) 
The last scheme was sealed on the 26th 
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January, 1869, after due notice in compli- 
ance with the provisionsof the Charitable 
Trusts Acts. On the 20th January, 1903, 
an order under the Board of Education 
Act, 1899, was sealed determining in 
accordance with the existing trusts the 
part of the endowment of the charity 
which is held for educational purposes. | 
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points raised in the Question are dealt with 
in Lord Selborne’s letter to the hon. 
Member for Portsmouth, published in the 
Press yesterday. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: But did 
the captain of the “Excellent” report 
the sights faulty and the ships therefore 
unfit to leave Portsmouth ? 





No notice of the proposal to make such 
an order is re§uired by the Act to be 
given to persons interested, but the | 
Commissioners, in accordance with their | 
practice in such cases, sent a draft of the | 
order to the trustees of the charity, and | 


a draft was also sent to the parish council | : F 
it Wi : | Treatment of Sick and Wounded Soldiers. 
f Wilby at the request of the council. Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. War if he can submit to the House a 
| statement showing how far the general 


‘recommendations of the Royal Commis- 


Proposed Royal Naval Reserve Station ‘sion on the Care and Treatment of the 

in Ross-shire. Sick and Wounded during the South 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : I beg | African Campaign either have been carried 

to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty if | out or are stijl under consideration with 
he will state when it is proposed to proceed | @ view to adoption. 


with the establishment of a Royal Naval | 
Reserve Station at Ullapool, Ross-shire, | Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY ‘to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. BroMLey 


Tue SECRETARY to THe ADMIR- | Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield): A 
ALTY (Mr. PretyMAN, Suffolk, Wood- detailed explanation of all action taken 
bridge) : The establishment of this station | Would involve the preparation of a very 
is necessarily delayed pending the result lengthy report. The following brief state- 
of negotiations for a satisfactory site, ment will, however, I think, sufficiently 
which are at present in progress. show what has been done, taking the 
recommendations of the Commission 

“Centurion” Gun Sights. seriatim : (1) The establishment of officers 

*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): has been increased by 100. The Royal 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir-, Army Medical Corps has been increased 
alty, are the old sights of the “ Centurion,” by 400 men. (2) The supply of surgeons 
which are correct, unfit for use in action | and trained orderlies in the event of a 
because the man using them and firing great war is now receiving careful con- 
the gun is 10 feet from the training and | sideration. The equipment provided by 
elevating gear, and is therefore unable to, the Mowatt reserves for three Army 
lay the gun himself; are the new tele. | Corps, one cavalry division, and line of 
scopic sights of the ship, intended for use communication troops will, it is hoped, 
in action, also faulty, in consequence of be quite complete by the middle of 1904. 
their defective connection with the gun;|(3) The supply of candidates is now 
did the captain of the “ Excellent” refuse | sufficient and the quality most satisfactory. 
to pass-all the turret sights, and declare | A college has been established in London, 
the ship unfit to leave Portsmouth ; is he | through which all captains must pass 
aware that the telescopic sights can only | before promotion. Promotion to the higher 
be rectified by bringing the “Centuricn” | ranks will be by selection, and all must 
home and fitting new sights; and when | attain a high standard of qualification. 
do the Admiralty propose to do this. | Acceleration in promotion from captain 
|to major can now be obtained by 

Mr. PRETYMAN: The captain of the | officers who show special merit at 
“Excellent ” does not pass sights, he onl | examination. Also special professional at- 
makes a report to the Admiralty, wit |tainments will be recognised by ap- 
whom the decision rests. The remaining} pointment to special posts carrying 





Mr. PRETYMAN : The captain of the 
“ Excellent’ makes a report generally to 
the Admiralty on all points. I cannot 
make public any confidential reports. 
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extra pay. (4) The formation of Queen 
Alexandra’s Imperial Military Nursing 
Service provides for a great increase in 
the establishment of women nurses. (5) 
Sanitary officers have already been, and 
are still being, appointed to important 
commands. (6) A new and improved 
pattern of ambulance wagon has been 
adopted. (7) Experiments are now in 
progress having for their object the pro- 
vision of a tent of improved pattern and 
more suitable for sick and wounded. 


Weekly Cost of British Forces in South 
Africa. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee}: I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he will state what is the 
cost per week of the military force now 
in South Africa, 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
total cost of the force now in South 
Africa may be taken at £80,000 a week. 


Accidents in Transvaal Mines. 

Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he can give 
the percentage of accidents and of deaths 
from accidents, and also the desth rate 
from other causes, among the natives 
employed on the gold mines in South 
Africa during the last two years. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lytretron, War- 
wick and Leamington): The Transvaal 
Mining Engineer's report for the year 
ended 30th June, 1903, gives the follow- 
ing figures as to accidents. For year 
1901-2 average number of coloured 
persons employed on gold mines 18,837, 
number killed sixty-five, number injured 
106. For the year 1902-3 average num- 
ber employed 43,875, number killed 172, 
number injured 300. The death rate 
from all causes on the Witwatersrand 
mines is given at 57-7 per 1,000 per 
annum, and from sickness alone at 54-5 
per 1,000 per annum for the period 
November, 1902—April, 1903, on page 
389 of Cd. 1897. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man say if it is not the fact that the 
mortality in some districts in the ‘Trans- 
vaal is as high as 100 per 1,000, and will 
he give instructions to Lord Milner that 
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natives brought from tropical districts 
shall not be employed on the high slopes ? 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): Does the mortality, among 
the British Central Africa natives, ,of 
280 per 1,000 still continue ? 


Mr. 'JOHN BURNS (Battersea): Will 
the right hon. Gentleman at his leisure 
give a return of the industrial mortality 
of the last two or three years in a Paper 
similar to that he gave about six weeks 


ago? 
*Mr. LYTTELTON: If my hon. friead 


will move for it I will consider it. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I would prefer 
to leave that to the hon. Gentleman who 
moved for the other one. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman taking any steps 
himself in regard to this mortality. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 
is becoming a debate. It does not arise 
out of the Question on the Paper. 


Transvaal Labour Ordinance. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN :(Mont- 
gomeryshire): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether Chinese 
women and children who accompany; in- 
dentured Chinese labourers 4 in fthe 
Transvaal will be subjected to the same 
restrictions as to residence and otherwise 
as those labourers. - 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I would refer ‘the 
hon. Member to Clause 33 (1) of the Ordin- 
ance in Cd. 1898. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: May Lask whether 
the statement in the Question as to 
the women and children accompanying 
indentured Chinese labourers is correct, 
Will they be permitted to accompany the 
labourers ? 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I do not ,quite 
follow the hon. Member. The Question 
is whether Chinese women and children 
who accompany indentured Chinese 
labourers in the Transvaal will be sub- 
jected to the same restrictions as the 
labourers. That sapposes a condition of 
things in which they doaccompany them, 
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It may also suppose a condition of things 
in which they may follow them. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: My Question is 
whether the suggestion in the Question 
that the Chinese women and children 
may accompany them is correct. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: They may ormay 
not. The Chinese labourer may desire to 
bring his wife and children with him, or 


he may desire to see for himself what the | 


conditions are, and bring his wife out 
afterwards, 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Then I will ask 
whether, if he desires that his wife and 
children shall accompany him, it will be 
possible for them to do so. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This does not arise 
out of the Question. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): Will the 
women and children be subject to the 
same rigid restrictions as the labourers 
themselves. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I have answered 
that Question once. 


Mr. WHITLEY : No—— 


, *Mr. SPEAKER: The Question on the 
Paper has been answered. 


Transvaal Magistracy. 

Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS (Merioneth- 
shire): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if his attention has been 
drawn to the utterance of the Chief Justice 


in the Supreme Court of the Transvaal on | 


21st October last, as to the want of know- 
ledge shown by magistrates of the ele- 
mentary principles of law, and the results 
thereby. entailed; and whether he pro- 
poses taking any action in the matter. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I am aware that 
the’ Chief ‘Justice made observations on 
some of the magistrates of the nature 
referred to. I understand that changes 
are to be made in the method of appoint- 
ing magistrates, with the object of secur- 
ing a higher standard of legal knowledge. 
It must be remembered, however, that in 
the Transvaal the duties of a magistrate 
are administrative as well as judicial. 
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Plague Prevention at Hong-Kong. 
| Mr. WEIR: I beg toask the Secretary 
| of State for the Colonies whether he has 
| yet recéived from the Governor of Hong- 
Kong a report relative to Haffkine’s 
| plague prophylactic; and, if so, will he 
' state when the system of inoculation was 
‘brought into operation in Hong-Kong, 
the number of persons inoculated, and 
how many have succumbed to plague. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: In accordance 
with the promise given last July, the 
| Governor was asked to embody the in- 
‘formation desired in his next general 
report on plague, and, no report having 
been received, he has been reminded by 
telegraph. 


Suez Canal Navigation in War Times. 

Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade): 1 beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment still adhere to the opinion that 
the Convention between the Powers 
in regard to the Suez Canal, which was 
signed at Constantinople on the 29th 
October, 1888, and the ratifications where- 
of were deposited at Constantinople on 
the 22nd October, 1888, cannot be brought 
into practical operation, as was stated by 
Mr. Curzon on the 12th July, 1898, owing 
to the reserves made on behalf of Her 
Majesty’s Government by the British 
delegates at the Suez Canal Commission 
in Paris, 1885, which were renewed by 
Lord Salisbury and communicated to the 
Powers in 1887 ; and if any communica- 
tions have taken place between the Powers 
in regard to these reserves since 1898 ; 
and, if the Convention is not operative, if 
it is to be understood that His Majesty’s 
Government adhere to the opinions 
embodied in Lord Derby’s despatch of 6th 
May, 1877, written at the time of the 
Russo-Turkish war, in regard to the 
principles which regulate the navigation 
through the Suez Canal in time of war. 


THe UNDER - SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl 
Percy, Kensir gton, 8.) : The position has 
undergone no a. ‘eration since the answer 

, was given to which the hon. Member refers. 
His Majesty’s Government adhere to the 
opinions embodied in Lord Derby’s note 

to the Russian Ambassador of 6th May, 
| 1877, with regard to the principles which 
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Canal in time of war, and consider that 
the rules laid down in Articles 1 to 6 of 
the Convention are in accordance with 
those principles. Regulations designed 
to give effect to the second pa ph of 
Article 4 were issued by the Egyptian 
Government on the 10th instant. 


Mr. GIBSON. BOWLES: Can the 
noble Lord explain how it was that the 
Government agreed to sign in 1888 a 
Convention they declared against in 
advance in 1887 ? 


EarRL PERCY: 1 must ask for notice 
of that Question. 


Shanghai-Nanking Railway. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under- 


Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, | 


having regard to the fact that the pre- 
liminary agreement for the construction 
of the Canton - Kowloon Railway was 
signed on the 28th March, 1898, and that 
the construction of the line is contingent 
on arrangements being made for financing 
the Shanghai-Nanking Railway, will he 
state the amount 
construction of the latter line, and when 
the British and Chinese Corporation 
expect to be in a position to proceed 
with the work of construction. 


EarL PERCY: I understand that it is 
estimated that the cost of the Shanghai- 
ae Railway, including the land 
required, will be £3,250,000. I regret 
that I am not at present in a position to 
answer the second part of the hon. Mem- 
ber’s Question. 


Fiscal Retaliation Abroad. 

Sir EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter): I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether the promised 
reports upon the results of retaliation 
between certain Foreign Powers have 
teen received; and whether there would 
ee objection to their publication in 
full. 


Eart PERCY: The reports have 
already been laid. They are printed in 
full. 


Export of China and Ball Clays. 
Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the |Ex- 
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chequer if he has considered the advisa- 
bility of imposing a duty on the export 
of china and ball clays from this country. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): Yes, Sir, I looked 
into this question recently. The export 
of china and ball clays, though increasing, 
does not reach half a million tons a year, 
and the revenue derivable from even a 
high ad valorem export duty would be 
insignificant. But the course of the 
export figures shall be watched. 





Estate Duty Office. 

Mr GIBSON BOWLES: I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer how many additional officers 
have been added to the staff of 
the Estate Duty Office during the present 
financial year, when were they authorised 
by the Treasury, when did the new 
officers commence their duties, and are 
they still engaged on them; what addi 
tional expenditure, if any, has been 
authorised during the present financial 
year for the working of this department ; 
have any changes been made in the 
| methods of collecting the Estate Duty, if 
| 80, what are those changes, have they 
been successful, and are they still in 
operation. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Sixty-one additional officers, thirteen of 
| whom are temporary boy clerks, have 
been added to the staff of the Estate 
Duty Office during the present financial 
_year by the authority of the Treasury, 
}dated 21st October, 1903. The new 
| officers, with the exception of ten who 
'have not yet arrived, commenced their 
| duties at various dates in the months of 
December and January, and are still en- 
gaged on them. No additional expendi- 
‘ture, except out of savings which have 
| been affected out of the Vote for the 
‘Inland Revenue Department,, has been 
| authorised during the current year for the 
| working of this office. In connection with 
| the assessment of death duties generally, 
| certain changes have recently been made 
in the distribution of business and in the 
method of keeping the records of it. It 
would not be possible to explain these 
changes within the limits of the answer to 
a Question, but it may be said that they 
have been adopted in pursuance of the 
recommendation of a Committee which 
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sat in 1898-99, and which was presided 
over by the right hon. Member for 
Haddingtonshire. The changes only 
came into operation on Ist January, and 
it is too soon yet to pass a judgment 
upon their effect, but there is every reason 
to expect that they will be successful. 


Corn Tax. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether the Government is to re-impose 
the corn tax of last year. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have no such intention at present. 


Boy Smokers. 

Dr. MACNAMARA : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been called to the increase in cigarette 
smoking amongst boys; and whether, 
in view of the effects of this practice, 
he will consider the desirability of 
taking steps to prohibit smoking by 
boys in Government employment, to 
invite the co-operation of employers of 
juvenile labour in putting down the 
practice, and to call the attention of all 
school authorities to the matter through 
the agency of the Board of Education. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Axkers- 
Dove.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s): I have 
no special information on this subject, 
nor have I any powers to take action 
with regard to it. I am disposed to 
think that the public attention which is, 
very rightly, being drawn to the question 
is the most effective influence in the 
direction desired by the hon. Member. 
I may point out that there is a Com- 
mittee on Physical Deterioration now 
sitting, andI understand that the subject 
of the hon. Member’s Question is among 
those which they will consider. 


Trades Union Law. 

Lorpv EDMUND FITZMAURICE : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department 
if the Commission appointed to 
consider the effect of certain legal de- 
cisions on the law relating to trades 
unions has met; how many meetings 
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have yet been held; and, when the Com- 
mission may be expected to report. 


*Mr.AKERS-DOUGLAS: Ican only 
repeat the answer which I gave on behalf 
of the First Lord of the Treasury to a 
similar Question by the hon. Member for 
the Cleveland Division last Tuesday 
week,t viz., that the Commission has at 
present held only private sittings, but 
will very shortly meet to take evidence, 
and that it is impossible to say when the 
Report will be presented. I have nothing 
to add to this. 


Visisection. 

Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether his 
attention has been drawn to the fact 
that Professor Starling, in giving 
evidence in the case of Bayliss v. Coleridge, 
stated on the 13th November, 1903, that 
on the 2nd February, 1903, he performed 
an operation on a brown dog, and, instead 
of killing the dog as provided by the 
Cruelty to Animals Act, 1876, handed it 
to Mr. Bayliss for another experiment ; 
and, if so, whether, in view of Section 1. 
of this Act, he proposes to take any action. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : I considered 
most carefully all the facts of this case 
both before and at the time of the Action 
referred to and I came to the conclusion, 
which I see no reason to vary, that I was. 
not called upon to take action. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
Is the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
since 1876 no prosecution for vivisection 
has been instituted ? 


Brussels Sugar Convention. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
the Permanent Commission established 
under the Brussels Sugar Convention has 
decided that the limitation of the surtax 
laid down in Article III. of the Conven- 
tion does not apply to sugared products, 
any effort is being made by the Govern- 
ment to alter this decision or to make 
arrangements with the individual co- 
signatory Powers to secure reduction of 


t See (4) Debates, cxxix, 733. 
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their tarifis in favour of British-made 
sugared products. 


Tur PRESIDENT or rae BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Ba.rour, Leeds, 
Central): Questions affecting the posi- 
tion of sugared products will be con- 
sidered at the next meeting of the 
Permanent Commission in March, and. 
pending the result of that discussion, I 
think it would be inexpedient to make 
any statement on the subject. 


Statistics of Unemployed Labour 

Sr EDGAR VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether information regarding the 
number of unemployed in foreign 
countries as compared with the number 
in Great Britain could be obtained for the 
iastruction of this House; and whether 
he could furnish returns showing the 
comparative frequency and comparative 
severity of fluctuations in the demand 
for skilled and unskilled labour in pro- 
tectionist and free-trade countries. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is quite 
impossible to obtain statistics regarding 
the number of unemployed in foreign 
countries on a basis which would enable 
sound comparisons to be made with the 
figures for this country published by the 
Labour Department of the Board of 
Trade. I hope, however, to lay on the 
Table of the House a Return embodying 
such information as is available with 
regard to fluctuations of employment 
both in this and other countries, 


Postal Distribution of Lottery Circulars. 

Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 
General whether he is aware that the 
Post Office is being employed, even more 
largely than formerly, as a means of dis- 
tributing gambling lottery circulars 
setting out advantages and offering in- 
ducements to purchase lottery tickets; 
and whether he is willing to issue instruc- 
tions that all batches of sealed circulars 
coming from persons whose address in 
this country is not printed on the outside 
of the envelope, shall not be received for 
pre-payment of postage until precautions 
have been adopted, by opening some of 
them, to ascertain that they do not con- 
tain improper solicitations to] gamble. 
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And may I further ask whether, in the 
event of his being unable to adopt the 
suggestion embodied in my Question, the 
noble Lord will consider the possibility 
of adopting other means. . gf 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
STANLEY, Lancashire, Weshtoughton): I 
am unable to say whether the Post Office 
is more largely used than formerly for the 
purpose of distributing lottery circulars. 
Many such circulars are doubtless posted 
in bulk at post offices in this country, but 
there is nothing on the covers to indicate 
their nature, and I have no power to open 
closed letters. I may point out, more- 
‘over, that even if the action suggested by 
the hon. Member could be taken it would 
not prevent lottery circulars from being 
sent through the post, seeing that the 
senders would no doubt cease to post the 
packets in bulk, and would simply affix 
stamps and post them in the ordinary 
way. With regard to the further Question 
of my hon. friend I have to say that if I 
could find any method by which I could 
stop these lottery and betting circulars, 
nothing would give me greater pleasure. 


Caersws Postal Arrangements. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN : I beg 
|to ask the Postmaster-General whether 
‘he is now able to give a favourable 
!answer to the application of the Parish 
Councilof Llanwnog, Montgomery - 
shire, for a morning despatch of letters 
from the village of Caersws in that parish. 


Lorp STANLEY: | regret that, in 
view of the high cost of the present ser- 
vice as compared with the amount of 
correspondence, I should not be justified 
in sanctioning the additional expense 
which would attend the establishment of 
the morning despatch of letters asked for. 





Illegal Trawling off the Island of Lewis. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
for Scotland whether the light keepers 
at Tiumpan Head, Island of Lewis, re- 
corded any cases of illegal trawling in 
Broad Bay during the past year; and, if 
so, will he state the number, and in how 
many cases prosecutions have taken 
place. 


*Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Scort 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): Perhaps 
my hon. friend will allow me to answer. 
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There have been during the last year three 
cases of illegal trawling observed by the 
lighthouse keepers of Tiumpan Head, all 
ot these cases have been prosecuted, two 
of which have led to convictions and in 
the third, which was also reported by the 
Coastguard, the trial has not as yet 
taken place. 


Artificial Manures in Ireland. 


Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, S.) : I beg to | 


ask the hon. Member for Huntingtonshire, 
as representing the Board of Agriculture, 
whether any amendment will be made 
or is in contemplation in the Fertilizers 


and Feeding Stuffs Act of 1893, to, 


insure that purchases of artificial manures 
in Ireland are of the quality represented 


to them ; whether he is aware that owing | 


to the absence of analysis or other certi- 
fied guarantee, nitrogen is frequently put 
down as ammonia or sulphate of ammonia, 
whereas one part of nitrogen equals 4°7 
parts of sulphate of ammonia; that 
equally fraudulent statements are made 
regarding potash, potash salts, and phos- 
phates, to the detriment of the purchaser ; 


and whether, with a view to preventing | 


fraud on the purchaser, the analysis of 
each bag sold will in future be ordered to 
be stamped or printed on each bag; that 
the police or other inspector empowered 
by the county council shall be authorised 
to take samples in the usual way for 
submission to the county analyst; and 
that, as regards feeding stuffs, merchants 
will be obliged to give the exact analytical 
composition of these goods, failure to 
stand analytical test subsequently to be 
constituted an offence punishable in a 


court of summary jurisdiction, or can he | 


hold out any hope of amendment of the 
law in these directions. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHAM, Dover): At my 
hon. friend’s request I will reply to this 
Question. The question of amending the 
Act in so far as it applies to Ireland is 
now under consideration, and the sugges- 
tions of the hon. Member will not be lost 
sight of, 


Mr. FFRENCH asked if there was 
any objection to having analyses made of 


artificial manures in Ireland as required | 


by Act of Parliament in England ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have said that 


the whole matter is under consideration, : 
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| and the hon. Member's suggestion will not 
be lost sight of. 


Ennistymon Guardians and the Police. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Ladd kionenis of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to a resolu- 
tion passed by the Ennistymon guardians 
in which it is asked by what authority 
Sergeants Coyne, Brennan, and Breden, 
of the Royal Irish Constabulary, ques- 
tioned members of the clothing committee 
as to their reasons for rejecting clothing 
supplied by a contractor to the work- 
house ; and whether he will say by what 
authority the police acted in this matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My attention has 
been directed to the resolution in 
question. I am inquiring into the 
matter. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I will 
repeat the Question this day week. 


Iveagh-Pirrie Motor-car Service. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
take care that in any arrangements 
under the Iveagh-Pirrie motor-car service 
scheme consideration will be paid to the 
advisability of connecting Ballyvaughan 
with Oranmore, and Ballyvaughan with 
Lisdoonvarna and other districts in the 
county Clare, where the means of com- 
munication are at present inconvenient 
and unfavourable to local industry. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir, I will see 
that these proposals are considered. They 
are not, however, comprised among the 
schemes to be initiated in the first 
instance. 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Shillela:h 
Extension Act. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that Mr. John Henry Ryan, 
C.E., Dublin, was appointed by the 
Commissioners of Public Works as arbi- 
trator under the Dublin, Wicklow, and 
Wexford Shillelagh Extension Act; that, 
under the Act passed in 1897, the time 
for acquiring land compulsorily was 
limited toa period of five years; and 
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that repeated sittings have been held | behalf of John Kenny, or of the middle- 
with expense to the parties; and whether | man or head landlord. In the absence 
he will state what is the cause of the of all information as to the nature of the 
delay in the publication of} the final | interests of the immediate landlord and 
award. head landlord it is impossible to say 
| which course is proper to be adopted. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: !Mr. Ryan was ap- | 

pointed arbitrator in July, 1900. The Mg, FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Will the 
railway company did not intimate to matter be considered by the Estates 
him their desire to proceed with his in- | Commissioners ? 
quiries until November, 1902, A draft | 
sectional award was lodged by the) ‘ —— © 
arbitrator in June, 1903, and the final | di Mr. WYNDHAM r Yes, when the con- 
ei The delay “ditions have been fulfilled. ,There is 
award was lodged yesterday. © ee'Y | some technical point involved 

has been caused by the necessity of | — : 


recasting claims; by repeated adjourn- 


ments to meet the convenience of the | Mrs. McGibney’s Farm. 
parties, and by the complicated nature of Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the case. the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 


| tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
Granard Union—Surcharges on Guardians. has been called to the case of Mrs. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) | MeGibney, Ballinacross, Granard, whose 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the evicted farm has been — by the sub- 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether any | sneriff of county Longford; and, if so, 
application has been made to the Local | will he explain under what authority the 
Government Board to remit a surcharge make fy cy " agp gy his ‘ye 
of £4 11s. on three rural district council- | ng “es = ae a di epuved the 
lors of Granard Union has been received; | ©” icted tenant of it, and cirect the atten- 
and, if so, whether, having regard to the. tion of the Estate Commissioners to this 
fact that this money was paid bond fide °° with a view to arranging through 
by the guardians in the same way in them for a resale to the evicted tenant. 
which they had paid similar sums for 
many years, he will recommend the Ps pinion: wh te that 
oard t it the surcharge. § holding was let in the ordinary way 
er S to Mr. Robinson, who is sub-sheriff, but 
- 4. -_ | that he did not use his powers to obtain 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The application is / Bi 
under consideration. A decision cannot oo ak 2 bse ting wes A and her = 
be taken until further information, which in a pee ot nt , 
hes been eolled Sar, in belese the Besed. whether the landlord proposes to sell the 
, estate on which the evicted holding is 
Land es  ——eaatipa situate, it is not possible to say whether 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the Commissioners have power to deal 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu-| ith the matter. If an applicetion be 
tenant of Ireland whether he will direct — hy them it will, of course, be con- 
the attention of the Estate Commissioners “'°°T°"- 
to the ease of John Kenny, Glannagh, 
county Longford, whose immediate land- Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Have you no 
lord is willing to sell to him butcannotdoso Power to restrain the sub-sheriff from 
in consequence of the attitude of the head taking possession ? 
landlord; and whether he will direct the 
Estate Commissioners to purchase the 
entire holding, both of the middle land- : 
lord and tenant, with a view to resale to Arklow Pier and Harbour. 
the latter. Mr. COGAN (Wicklow, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Mr. WYNDHAM: No application has Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
been made to the Commissioners on | aware that the Arklow Pier and Harbour 


[No answer was returned.] 
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was constructed by the Board of Public 
Works, that the people of Arklow and 
adjoining baronies guaranteed the repay- 
ment of the cost of its construction, that 
from an engineering point of view it 
shortly afterwards proved to be unsuited 
to its original purpose, and that for many 
months past navigation has been impos- 
sible, imposing loss and suffering upon 
the fishing population and threatening 
the chief industries of the town and 
district with extinction; and whether, 
seeing that the Board’s engineer insisted 
on building the harbour on its present 
plan in opposition to the advice and 
warning of the people of Arklow, and 
that the Harbour Board and other local 
‘bodies have for years been calling upon 
the Government to remedy the existing 
state of things, he will now take the 
necessary steps to put an end to them 
and safeguard public interests in this 
harbour. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The existing 
harbour was constructed by the Board 
of Works to replace one previously built 
by local effort, and which was destroyed 
by the sea in 1877. The cost was de- 
frayed by loans amounting to £23,500, 
and by free Government grants amount- 
ing to £18,500. The plan of the harbour 
works was favourably reported on by 
two independent engineers, a copy of 
whose report was presented to Parliament 
in 1886. The works were successful in 
keeping the harbour practically clear of 
sand from 1887, the date of their com- 
pletion, until last year, when, as a result 
of heavy gales, a sand bar was formed 
at the entrance to the harbour. An 
engineer of the Board of Works has 
recently surveyed the harbour, and his 
report is about to be communicated to 
the Harbour Commissioners. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Is the statement correct that this harbour 
was built on a plan opposed by the local 
people, who, now it has gone wrong, are 
told they must remedy it ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Until I have the 
report I can express no opinion. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: It is a very 
bad case. I hope the right hon, Gentleman 
will do something. 
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Dublin Police Commissioner and the 
University Commission. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): I beg to ash 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he will explain under 
what circumstances the present Commis- 
sioner of the Dublin Metropolitan Police 
was permitted to give evidence before the 
recent University Commission in support 
of a Roman Catholic University for 
Ireland, and if such action is in accordance 
with the police regulations. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Sir John Ross, of 
Bladensburg, is a member of the Senate 
of the Royal University of Ireland, and 
it was in this capacity he gave evidence 
before the Royal Commission. He was 
not prohibited by the police regulations 
from appearing as a witness before the 
Royal Commission. 


Irish Development Grant. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he will make any 
statement of his intentions as to the pur- 
poses for which the Irish Development 
Grant Fund is to be used before the 
Estimate for that purpose is presented; 
and whether he intends to consult the 
views of Irish representatives upon the 
subject. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I should be glad to 
consult the views of the Irish Members, 
both on the total amount with which it 
may be prudent to charge the Develop- 
ment Grant during the ensuing financial 
year, and on the allocation of the grant 
within the limits which prudence may 
suggest. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman make some state- 
ment before the Estimate is actually 
drawn up? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is rather hard on 
me to ask for a promise of that kind. I 
will see what can be done. 


Irish Equivalent Grant. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.) I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
state how many district, urban, and 
county councils in Ireland have passed 
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resolutions demanding that the equivalent | further should be done in the matter 
nt be devoted in Ireland, as in England, | until the right hon. Gentleman saw me. 


to primary education. : 

Mr. WYNDHAM: [am in communica- 
Zesolutions have | on with the Under-Secretary as to the 
1 | case, and when I hear from him I will 
| communicate with the hon. Member. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM : 
been received at the Castle from eigh 
county councils, twelve urbin and thirty- 
two rural district councils. 


Mr. MURPHY expressed a hope that 
| the delay would not impair the position 
| of the evicted tenants. A promise was 

— | given me before the ee of Parlia- 
Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg | ment—— 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | . 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the} *MR. SPEAKER: Order, order ! We 
promise made last year, that the average | cannot go into that now, The right hon, 
required for the service of an assistant | Gentleman has promised to communicate 


Irish National School Assistant 








teacher in an Irish National School would | with the hon, Member. 


be reduced from sixty to fifty, has been | 


carried out. 


Land Purchase in Galway. 
| Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.) I beg to 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [replied to a similar | ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


(Juestion on the subject yesterday,7 put Lieutenant of 


by the hon. Member for North Cork. 


Land Purchase in Kerry. 
Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Ireland whether his 
,attention has been directed to the 
| correspondence which has taken place 
| between M. G. Comyn Kenny and Rev. 
'Thomas Bowes, Laurencetown, county 
| Galway, relative to the division and sale 
| of the grass farm (Kill) of 300 acres I.P.M., 


Lieutenant of Ireland how many estates | wherein Mr. Kenny states he has been 


have been sold in Kerry under the Land 
Act of 1903, how many tenants are 
affected, what is the total price paid. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Applications have 
been filed in the Estates Commissioners’ 
Office for sales by the landlord to the 
tenants direct, in the cases of three 
estates. The total purchase money is 
£11,960. Application has also been made 
to the Commissioners to purchase an 
estate, with 173 tenants under Section 6 
of the Act. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman give the names of the land- 
lords in these three cases ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have not that 


information. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman say if the money 
mentioned by him includes the purchase 
money of the evicted farms at Cragg, 
county Kerry, by the Congested Districts 
Boaid, about which an undertaking was 
given to me by the Board that nothing 





+t See page 19. 
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in communication with the Estates 
Commissioners, who refuse to be furnished 
' with a map showing the proposed hold- 
ings, with the names and description of 
the proposed tenants; is he aware that 
posters or circulars have been distributed 
in the district stating that Mr. Kenny 
will mark out the bounds as far as 
possible to suit the requirements of the 
people; that the proposal is to let the 
divisions in 25-acre lots at 30s. per 
acre rent, a fine of £150 to be paid on 
entering into possession, the tenanted 
holdings to be then sold under the Purchase 
Act of last year; and if he will say 
whether the Estates Commissioners are 
recommending the landlords generally to 
adopt such arrangements for the division 
and sale of grass farms; and whether 
they have sanctioned Mr, Kenny’s action. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There has been 
no correspondence between Dr. Kenny 
and the Commissioners in this matter. 
I am informed, however, that he had 
an interview with one of the Com- 
missioners, who suggested to him that 
if he submitted a map and details of 
the proposed division of the land they 

I 
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would be considered. He has not yet 
done so. The Commissioners have no 
knowledge of the matters alluded to in 
the placard, beyond what is alleged in 
the Question. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, S.) asked as 
to a letter stating that the Estates Com- 
missioners had power to advance money 
at 3} per cent. for the purpose of building 
dwelling-houses and making other im- 
provements on the land. 


Mr. WYNDHAM protested that he 
could not be expected to conduct the 
business of the Estates Commissioners 
Office by means of Question and answer 
across the floor of the House. He sug- 
gested some discrepancy had arisen by 
reason of the use of certain words. 


Presidents of the Queen’s Colleges. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will state the salaries of the Presidents 
of the Queen’s Colleges in Cork, Galway, 
and Belfast, respectively; what are the 
duties of these gentlemen; whether their 
positions involve residence in these 
cities; and whether, as a matter of fact, 
they reside during all-or a portion of the 
year at the places named, and, if only a 
portion of the year, whether he will 
state the period of residence each year. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The salary (£800) 
and the duties of the President of each 
of these colleges, are prescribed by the 
College Charters, a copy of which I have 
forwarded to the hon. Member. There 
is nO express statutory requirement in 
respect to residence on the part of the 
President, who is responsible for the 
general conduct of affairs in the college. 
I have no information on the last part of 
the Question, but will endeavour to 
obtain it. 


Lower Bann River. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether any steps have 
been taken since last session, or are pro- 
posed to be taken during the present 
session, with a view to transferring the 
control of the Lower Bann River, county 
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Down, from the Coleraine district to the 
Dundalk district. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no pro- 
posal before the Department of Agri- 
culture and Technical Instruction to 
transfer the control of the Lower Bann 
to the Dundalk Board of Conservators of 
Fisheries. I am inquiring whether such 
a transfer could be effected in the absence 
of legislation such as was introduced by 
me in 1902, and will communicate further 
with the hon. Member on the subject. 
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Castle of Ardandra, County Longford. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
will direct an inquiry to be made into 
the present condition of the ruins of the 
ancient Castle of Ardandra, county Long- 
ford, with a view to their restoration and 
protection. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY(Mr. VictorCAvVENDIsH, 
Derbyshire, W.): No such castle is 
known to the Commissioners of Public 
Works, Ireland. If the hon. Member 
will indicate the locality more precisely 
I shall be glad to have inquiry made. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE, 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Can the Home 


Secretary state what will be the course of 
business next week ? 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: Assuming 
the debate on the Address to be concluded 
this evening, as I hope, it is proposed on 
Monday to take the Army, on Tuesday 
the Navy, and on Wednesday the Civil 
Service Supplementary Estimates. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING (LONDON) BILL. 

Ordered, “That the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills do examine 
the Electric Lighting (London) Bill, with 
respect to compliance with the Standing 
Orders relative to Private Bills.”—(J/r. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


NEW BILLS. 
HOUSE-LETTING (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
“To deal with the system of House- 
letting in the boroughs of Scotland,” 
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presented by Mr. Alexander Cross ; 
supported by Mr. T. W. Russell and Sir 
John Leng ; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday, 22nd March, and to be printed. 
[Bill 79. | 

JURORS EXPENSES BILL. 

“To provide for the Payment of the 
Expenses of Jurors attending assizes and 
quarter sessions,” presented by Mr. 
Lloyd-Morgan; supported by Mr. 
Wharton, Mr. Abel Thomas, and Mr. 
John Hutton ; to be read a second time 
upon Tuesday, 22nd March, and to be 
printed. {| Bill 77.] 


MORTGAGE OF PREMISES BILL, 

“ To amend the Law in regard to the 
Mortgaging of Premises containing Trade 
Machinery,” presented by Sir William 
Holland ; supported by Mr. Crombie and 


| Mr. Farkes; to be read a second time 


upon Tuesday, 22nd March, and to be 


printed. { Bill 78.] 


CANAL TRAFFIC BILL. 

“To provide for the better regulation 
of Canal Traffic,” presented by Sir 
William Holland; supported by Sir 
John Brunner, Mr. Crombie, Mr. Emmott, 
Mr. Field, Mr. Charles Hobhouse, Sir 
Alfred Hickman, Mr. Parkes, Mr. Joseph 
Walton, Mr. J. H. Whitley, and Mr. 
Wolff; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday, 22nd March, and to be printed. 


[Bill 79. 


BILLS OF EXCHANGE BILL, 

“To provide for the registration of 
dishonoured Bills of Exchange, and to 
allow summary judgment thereon,” pre- 
sented by Sir William Holland;  sup- 
ported by Mr. Crombie and Mr. Parkes ; 
to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 
22nd March, and to be printed. | Bill 80.] 


ORDER (MARRIAGES) 


BLLL. 


PROVISIONAL 


“To enable Provisional Orders to be | 
removing any invalidity or | 


made for 
doubt attaching to marriages by reason of 
some informality,” presented by Mr. 
Cochrane; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 81.) 


POLICE (SYPERANNUATION) BILL. 
“TT amend the Police Act, 1890, with 
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respect to the Pensions of Constables who | 


| 
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continue to serve after they have become 
entitled toa Pension,” presented by Mr. 
Cochrane ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
82.] 


RATING OF |MACHINERY BILL. 
“To amend the Taw relating to the 
Rating of MHereditaments containing 
Machinery,” presented by Mr. Chapman ; 
supported by Sir Edward Strachey, Sir 
William Houldsworth, Sir John Doring- 
ton, Mr. Cawley, Sir William Tomlinson, 
Mr. Emmott, and Colonel Royds ; to be 
read a second time upon Friday, 18th 

March, and to be printed. [Bill 83.] 


BOARD ELECTORATE (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

“To admit to the School Board Elee- 
torate of Scotland persons entitled to vote 
for the County Council Election,” pre- 
sented by Mr. Weir; supported by Mr. 
Leveson-Gower, Mr. Ainsworth, Mr. 
Cathcart Wason, Mr. John Dewar, Mr 
Bignold, Mr. Harmsworth, and Mr. Cald- 
well; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday, 15th March, and to bé printed. 
{ Bill 84. ] 


OROFTERS’ HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1886) AMENDMENT BILL. 


“To amend The Crofters’ Holdings 
(Scotland) Act, 1886,” presented by Mr, 
Weir; supported by Mr. John Dewar, 
Mr. Leveson-Gower, Mr. Cathcart Wason, 
Mr. Bignold, Mr. Harmsworth, Mr. Ains- 
worth, and Mr. Caldwell ; tobe read a 
second time upon Tuesday, 15th March, 
and to be printed. [Bill 85.] 


SCHOOL 


PENAL SERVITUDE BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to Penal 
Servitude in England and Wales,” pre- 
sented by Mr. Secretary Akers Douglas ; 
to be read a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 86.] 





KING’S SPEECH (MOTION FOR AN 
ADDRESS). 
[THmreents Day.] 

Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Main Question | 2nd February }, 
“That an humble Address be presented 
to His Majesty, as followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign,— 


‘We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the United 


I 2 
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Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
in Parliament assembled, beg leave to 
offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty 
for the Gracious Speech which Your 
Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.” —(Mr. Hardy.) 


Question again proposed, 
Amendment proposed— 


Mr. P. A. McHUGH (Leitrim, N.) first 
expressed his regret that the task of 
moving the Amendment had not fallen 
to the lot of some Member more accus- 
tomed to take part in the proceedings of 
the House, and more competent to deal 
with the complex matters with which the 
Amendment was concerned, but he found 
consolation in the fact that any defect on 
his part in thedischarge of his duty would be 
fully compensated for by those who would 
follow him. He was aware that the sub- 
ject matter of the Amendment was not 
one which appealed to the majority of 
Members, many of whom considered that 
the raising of the question at this moment 
was inopportune and unnecessary. But 
if the House should feel aggrieved at their 
raising the question at the present time, 
he could only point out that the fault did 
not lie withthem. They were there against 
their will, and the Chief Secretary had 
toll them that they were there on a foot- 
ing of political equality, having equal 
claims with other Parties on the time 
of the House. They might differ from the 
Chief Secretary in regard to the equality 
of their position, but one thing was cer- 
tain, and that was that, as long as they 
were there, they would avail themselves 
of every opportunity on which they could 
seize in order to claim redress for the 
grievances under which those whom they 
represented were suffering. They be- 
lieved it to be their duty, so far as they 
could to take advantage of the position 
in which they found themselves, and 
accordingly they brought forward their 
Amendment that day, seeing that it in- 
volved matters of the most vital and press- 
ing importance to their constituents. 

The Chief Secretary, in a speech which he 
delivered on the 3rd February in reply to 
the hon. Member for Waterford, said that 
while he would introduce a Bill amending 
the Land Purchase Act of last session he 
would not re-open the Irish land question. 
That was not an accurate way of describ- 


ing the situation. They did not ask the | 
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| right hon. Gentleman to re-open the Irish 
Land Question, but the purpose of their 
Amendment was to show the House and 
the Chief Secretary that he had never 
closed it. It had been found that the 
language of the Land Purchase Act of 
‘last year was ambiguous with regard to 
| the payment of the bonus, and when the 
| Chief Secretary referred to that matter 
he was chivalrous enough to take upon 
himself the sole responsibility for the 
defective phraseology of the Bill. They, 
however, knew where the responsibility 
rested. The right hon. Gentleman said— 

“TIT am honourably bound to see that the 
intention of Parliament is carried out in regard 
to the bonus.” 

This was an important statement, for 
if the right hon. Gentleman was 
honourably bound to carry out the 
intentions of Parliament with regard 
to the payment of the bonus to the 
limited or other owners in Ireland, he 
was also honourably bound to carry out 
the intentions of Parliament in regard 
to matters of infinitely greater importance. 
The intention of Parliament was not 
limited to the granting of huge gifts to 
limited or to absolute owners, or indeed 
to any class of owner in Ireland. It was 
extended to the questions of fair price, 
of congestion, and of the evicted tenants. 
In regard to these matters he and his 
colleagues said that the intentions of 
Parliament had not been, and could not 
be, carried out under the Act as it stood, 
and that the Act must be amended on 

_ the lines indicated in the Amendment he 
was proposing. He would like to say, for 
himself, that he did not personally ap- 
proach the discussion of this question 
in any contentious spirit; he did not 
approach it in any spirit of mere fault- 
finding. No one would have been better 
pleased than he if the realisation of the 
_ hopes engendered under auspicious circum- 
stances last year had made the present 
discussion unnecessary. He had no desire 
to minimise the praise of, or in the slightest 
degree detract from, the reputation of the 
Chief Secretary for his conduct in charge 
of the Bill of last year, but they believed 
that the praise would be increased and 
his reputation would be enhanced, if by 
the acceptance of their proposal the right 
hon. Gentleman gave effect to the inten- 
Those intentions, 
in passing the Bill last year, were directed 
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to three objects—first, to bring about a | striking directly at the financial founda- 
transfer of the ownership of the land from | tion of the Act. It weakened the security, 
the owner to the occupier ; secondly, to | and consequently the whole foundation. 
provide a settlement for the evicted | The sole excuse for the invention of the 
tenants ; and, thirdly, to cure congestion. | zones system was that it would accelerate 
a — of a } placed at the | the pace, therefore the abolition of the 
posal of the Irish Government to en- | zones would carry out the Chief Secre- 
able them to give effect to the intentions | tary’s suggestion that the pace should be 
of Parliament, and he asserted that the | retarded. Prices had been unjustly in- 
Irish Government was honourably bound | flated, and the zones system had contri- 
to use that money in giving effect to those | buted to the result. The average price 
intentions, and if the action of the Irish | of land from 1886 to 1903 was seventeen- 
landlord party rendered it impossible to | and-a-half years purchase, but since the 
give effect to them, the money should, as | passing of the new Act it had been in- 
far as possible, be withheld. | creased by five or six years. On 9th 
. - . | February cme oy asked ~~ Chief meee: 
As the House was aware,there were two | tary to state In terms oI years purchase 
land questions in Ireland—there was the | the price agreed upon by the 3,070 
general land question, and there was the | occupiers who had arranged to purchase 
question of congestion. It would be ob- | under the Act, but the right hon. Gentle- 
served that his Amendment was divided | man refused the information on the 
into two portions—one dealing with land | ground that it would entail so much 
purchase in general, and the second with | trouble, and deprecated the practice 
congestion. In the first place they said |of calling for voluminous interim 
that serious amendment, including the | returns. That was not an answer; It 
abolition of the zones system, would be | was a lecture, and Irish Members did not 
required in the Irish Land Act of last | come to this House to be lectured by 
session to prevent the unjust inflation of right hon. Gentlemen who undertook to 
the price of land in Ireland. They said | govern Ireland without the consent of 
that under the zones system, and as a con- | the people of Ireland. The Question was 
sequence of that system, the price of land | repeated in another form, in which merely 
had been rushed up to a fictitious stand- | the average price was asked for, and 
ard, “a that oe presence neg bys that | again the information was refused. yi 
price threatened to render the Act in-| figure was of vital importance in the 
operative, and consequently to defeat the | present discussion, and ought to have 
intentions of Parliament. The intention | heen given to the House. Moreover, the 
of Parliament was that the sales should | information was not asked for on behalf 
take oon - vat pen value, . a of the Irish Party alone, it ba ag none 
price which would not place an undue | for the English taxpayer. e quite 
oe on the Pagers ws» a the | understood the difficulties of the Chiet 
Xpayer to undue risks. In a recent | Secretary. The right hon. Gentleman 
speech the Chief Secretary had expressed | was not the Governor of Ireland. Ireland 
satisfaction at the way in which the Act | was governed not through this House, 
was being put into operation, but had | or the King’s Ministers, but by a handful 
urged that— | of Irish landlords, and it would M9 i 
“It would be madness on the part of the| tremely inconvenient to them if the 
Commissioners to attempt to raise money at a | figures asked for were given. 
rapid pace. a 








The danger lay not in the pace but in | Of late years the value of land in Ireland 
the price. ~ The right hon. Gentleman | had been going down, as was shown by 
had also stated that the financial clauses | the fact that the prices of the whole of the 
were the foundation of the Act, and that | ee gee B-spag bo a 
any minor defects in the edifice erected | €34.088 060 in 1902, and the total value 
9 that foundation could be corrected | of live-stock had fallen from £71,000,000 
in due course. In the opinion of the | in 1902 to £69,000,000 in 1903. These 
Irish Party, the system of zones consti- ‘totals showed a serious falling off, and 


tuted, not a minor, but a serious defect, | he was justified in deducing from them 
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that the value of land had decreased. 
The same conclusion was to be drawn 
from the fixing of judicial rents. The 
reduction of second-term rents in Nov- 
ember, December, and January last 
averaged 16°2 per cent., and the only 
reason why the Courts would reduce the 
rents was that the value of the land had 
decreased. In 1901 the average price 
of land was eighteen years purchase. 
Now, with the bonus, the average ranged 
from twenty-two to twenty-five years. 
While the value of the land was going 
down the price extorted by the landlords 
was going up, and this unnatural condi- 
tion of price was dangerous to the pur- 
chaser, to the Irish ratepayer, to the 
British Exchequer, and to the financial 
foundation of the Chief Secretary’s Land 
Bill. This unnatural condition of affairs 
was due to the intervention of the zones 
system. By the abolition of inspection, 
which was the necessary consequence 
of the zones system, they had given the 
landlords a free hand. The zones system 
had encouraged the landlords to demand 
and extort unfair prices. Under the 
system of sale and purchase in force from 
1886 to 1903 there was no such thing 
as a zones system, but there was a system 
of inspection, and the procedure was that, 
when the landlord and tenant agreed to a 
price, the Land Commission sent down 
an inspector, and if he found that the 
land gave sufficient security for the 
advance claimed, then the advance was 
made. So that the inspection was a 
safeguard to the tenant, the taxpayer, 
and to the financial foundation of the 
Land Acts. No advance used to be made 
until the inspector had’certified, and that 
8ifeguard did not exist under the Land 
Act of last session. No matter how 
unfair the price or rotten the security, 
if the landlords and tenants agreed upon 
a price within the zones then the Estates 
Commissioners had no option but to 
make the advance. These inspectors 
were not acting on behalf of the tenants, 
and they had no bias towards the tenant, 
but rather the other way, and yet under 
the Land Acts of 1885 and 1888 they 
refused 3,795 applications. He was quot- 
ing from the Report of the Land Com- 
mission. Of the total number of applica- 
tions received, which was 29,496, 3,795, 
representing £1,448,445, were refused 
Mr. P. A. McHugh. 
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(on the ground of insufficient security, 
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irregularity, defective title, ete. When 
those applications were refused the average 
price of land was seventeen years pur- 
chase. Under the Acts of 1891 and 
1896, 2,646 were refused, representing 
£870,105. The British taxpayer should 
remember, when these advances were 
refused, mostly on account of insufficient 
security, the average price of land in Ire- 
land was seventeen years purchase, and 
now under the zones system, and without 
inspection, advances were made, although 
the average price of land was twenty- 
five years purchase. There was no 
security for the solvency of the pur- 
chaser or the financial foundation of the 
Bill. A landlord in his constituency 
offered a few yearsago to sell his estate, 
at eighteen years purchase, to his tenants 
and this was agreed upon both by the 
tenants and the lardlord. An applica- 
tion was made to the Land Commission 
for an advance. The inspector was 
sent down, and he reported that the 
estate in question was not sufficient 
security for the eighteen years purchase, 
which included the interest of the tenant. 
He reported that eighteen years was too 
much. Those same tenants recently 
asked their landlord if he would sell under 
the Land Act of last year, and he replied 
that he would not sell to the tenants for 
less gthan twenty-five years purchase. 
Therefore they had the Land Commis- 
sion officially declaring that the land was 
not worth eightzen years purchase whilst 
the Estates Commissioners sitting next 
door would be bound to advance twenty- 
five years purchase if the tenants agreed 
to purchase. Parliament never contem- 
plated that under the Act of last year 
prices would be forced up in such an un- 
natural and arbitrary way. He believed 
that the intention of Parliament was 
that the £12,000,000 bonus given by this 
House to the Irish landlords would enable 
them to sell at lower prices than those 
which prevailed under previous Acts. 
The prices at present demanded by the 
landlords appeared to them to be so 
extravagant that they thought an addi- 
tion to these prices of £12,000,000 was a 
great waste of public money. If tenants 
were ready to pay such prices as were 
now demanded there would have been 
no need for the Land Act of last year, for 


the sales could have been carried out 





co > 


st4 ots oS & 


soe 





268 


rity, 
hen 
rage 
pur- 
and 
ting 
ould 
were 
lent 
Ire- 
and 
out 
yugh 
nty- 
no 
pur- 
the 
ancy 
tate, 
ants 
the 
lica- 
sion 
was 
the 
vient 
1ase, 
ant. 
; too 
ntly 
nder 
ned 
; for 
1ase. 
mis- 
was 
hilst 
next 
nty- 
reed 
tem- 
year 
| un- 
eved 
was 
this 
able 
hose 
\cts. 
the 
> $0 
d.di- 
as a 
ants 
were 
been 
, for 
out 





269 King’s Speech (Motion {18 Fepruary 1904} Sor an Address), 270 


under 1895 and 1896 machinery. While | could not besettled. He and his hon. friends 
these exorbitant demands were being | proposed that the power of compulsory 
made the tenants had never sought to p=rchase should be conferred on the Con- 
reduce the prices paid before the passing | gested Districts Board and the Estates 
of the Act. They had surrendered to| Commissioners with the additional pro- 
the landlords (1) the bonus ; (2) the pay- | vision, that the sales of the congested 
ment of costs ; (3) the payment in cash ; | estates should only be made to the Con- 
(4) facilities for purchasing demesnes ; | gested Districts Board or to the Estates 
and (5) the advantages resulting from |Commissioners. In their judgment the 
the clearing off of mortgages. All these | land question of Ireland existed in its 
rights the tenants had voluntarily sur-| most intense form in the province of 
rendered to the landlords. No one ex- | Connaught. It wasin that province that 
pected that after receiving all those ad-| the land agitation commenced and he 
vantages the landlords would have in- | maintained that the Act of last year did 
sisted upon demanding prices far in| practically nothing to remedy the evils of 
excess of thos epaid from 1886 to 1902. | which they had often complained in this 
| House. The Government had always 
|admitted the existence of those evils ; 
they also admitted that there was a 
: | remedy ready to their hand but they had 
average price was seventeen-and-a-half | 1o¢ the courage to apply it. It was stated 
years purchase there were many failures, | },.4 year by the Prime Minister that the 
but there must now be much greater Irish Land Laws reflected the utmost 
probability of failure when land had) discredit on the power of British states- 
advanced to twenty-four or twenty-five manship. If that statement were true 
years purchase. Under the old system 


M h ' th in regard to Irish land legislation in 
the greater the amount of arrears TRC | conceal it was especially true with regard 
greater the care taken by the inspe.tor | . ; 


: . : . to the problem of congestion in the west 
to inquire into the security, but P Ss) 


f Ireland. e 
under the new Act the landlords | + reland. He would only quote a few 


- | brief figures which he considered were 
had absolutely has free hand. They | relevant. In 1841 the population of 
had no inspection to fear, and the | 


Connaught was 1,418,851. Then came 
larger the arrears the more helpless the | the famine and the clearances, and after- 
tenant was in the hands of the landlord. | wards followed consequences which re- 
The landlords were playing on the! jained to the present day. One of those 
necessities of the poorest class of tenant : 


: | consequences was that in 1901 the popula- 
and were exacting terms out of all propor- | tion of Connaught had dwindled to 646,932 
tion to the demands of justice. If the ; 


, ; = s or considerably less than half what it was 
tenants failed, as in his judgment they | 


Rg Maes sixty years ago. Another consequence 

were bound to‘fail if they accepted such | \4.° that from 1851 to 1901 617,255 
ey the taxpayer would be liable. The | persons, a number almost equal to the 
Chief Secretary said that he considered present population, emigrated from Con- 
the financial foundation of the Land Act | naught. That was an extraordinary fall 
as the most important part of the measure | +, population at a time when the popula- 
aan! if the ‘tight hoa. Gentleman Me re tion of other parts of the United Kingdom 
uso to kop that foundation sfo and 6 faceaiag by Teas and bounds 1 
abolish the zones pant and to restore | was due, as the appalling exodus of the 
ineeatiiie ac sitenediis | people was also due, to the land system, 
leit ‘ 'which was described by the Prime 
The second part of the Amendment | Minister as the worst in the world. It was 
dealt with the question of congestion. | also due - the meen Se 
He maintained that the Act fo! ment under a system which the Chie 
last year did not provide any remedy | Secretary said conferred on Ireland 
for the evils of congestion nor did it con- | political equality. In Connaught there 
tain any provision sufficient to secure the | were 41,439 holdings which were valued 
redistribution -of land in the poorer parts | for rating purposes at £4 or under, and 
of the country. Unless such a provision | 41,851 holdings which were valued at 
were inserted the Irish Land question from £4 to £10. That was to say that 





His proposal was that~ under the new 
Act, as under the old, no advance should 
be made without inspection. When the 
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there were in Connaught 83,290 un- 
economic holdings. It was admitted by all | 
Parties that it was practically impossible | 
to obtain subsistence from the land for | 
those poor people who had to live on patches | 
of bog, on morasses, or on mountain | 
sides. They could not earn the rent from | 
the land; they earned it in England and 

Scotland as agricultural labourers, and in 

many cases it was paid by remittances | 
from America. Side by side with those 

small wretched holdings there were large 

grazing ranches from which the fore- 

fathers of those poor people had been 

evicted, and which at the present time 

were used, not for the purpose of support- 

ing an industrial agricultural population | 
in comfort and in abundance, but for the | 
purpose of raising cattle and sheep for the 

English market. It was said some time 

ago by the Archbishop of Tuam that there 

was one cure, and one only, for congestion 

in the west of Ireland, and that was to 

plant the people on the prairies of the 

West, and his Grace referred to the land as 

being at the present moment as free from 

contact with agriculture as it was when 

men hunted the boar and the wild deer 

in primeval days. 


The Land Conference Report, in 
one of its resolutions, said that the 
congested districts in the west of Ire- 
land should have special treatment 
accorded to them in the Land Bill. 
He would give a few figures to show what 
was the meaning of the redistribution of 
the land which he advocated. He 
might add that the figures were taken 
from documents belonging to the Con- 
gested Districts Board, which he was per- 
mitted by courtesy to inspect. In the 
Swinford Union 4,768 families occupied 
holdings valued at £4 or under and in 
that union there were thirty-nine graziers 
and fourteen landlords who occupied 
grazing land to the value of £3,842. In 
Westport Union the total number of occu- 
piers was 5,332, and of that number 3,041 
occupied holdings of the value of £4 or 
under, and 150,985 acres of prime land 
were used for grazing purposes. In Kil- 
lala Union 909 families occupied holdings 
valued at £4 or under, whereas seventeen 
graziers held land valued at £3,034. 
In Ballinrobe there were 4,081 residential 
holdings, of which 3,443 were valued at 
£4 or under, and 149 families occupied 


Mr, P. A. McHugh. 
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holdings of less than one acre. Forty- 
seven landlords and thirty-five graziers 
occupied between them 61,031 acres for 
grazing purposes, and of the landlords 
thirty-four were absentees, and of the 
graziers sixteen were non-resident. In 
Belmullet there were 2,297 holdings, and 
of these 1,862 were valued at £4 or under, 
whereas twenty-two graziers occupied 
land valued at £1,233. In Castlebar 
there were 6,262 holdings, of which 4,314 
were valued at £4 or under, while seventy- 
two graziers and thirty-five landlords 
occupied 28,976 acres valued at £13,118. 
In the Tuam Union there were 3,680 
holdings, while there was grazing land 
amounting to 76,525 acres valued at 
£29,384. In Ballina the total number 
of holdings was 5,201, and of these 2,244 
were valued at £4 or under, while grazing 
land in the union was rated at £9,509. 
The right hon. Gentleman had been 
through the congested districts and had, 
when introducing the Land Act of last 
year, given the House his experience oi 
them. He then said— 

“We want to get at the occupier of the soil 
to enable him to purchase an economic holding 
upon which a man and his family can maintain 
themselves. Well it is difficult in the worst 
parts of Ireland, perhaps I ought not to dwell 
on the worst parts of Ireland, but in the worst 
parts of Ireland, there is a state of affairs which 
no hon. Member who has not been through 
them can conceive for a moment to be possible. 
The tenants are living under conditions which 
you would not find among the Kaffirs in South 
Africa.” 

That was the picture held up before the 
gaze of the House on the 25th March, and 
it excited pity and stimulated benevo- 
lence. The House said almost as one 
man—"‘ Let us change the picture and take 
away this reproach and let there be peace, 
prosperity, and sunshine in Ireland.” 
The House was asked to lend the credit 
of the British taxpayer for a loan of 
£100,000,000, and to make a free grant 
of £12,000,000 to settle the congested 
district question. He asserted that that 
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/money was given mainly to change the 


picture painted by the Chief Secretary, and 
that it would not have been given if the 
House had believed that after the passing 
of the Act the picture would have rem- 
mained unchanged. The picture was un- 
changed now; the reality was the same 
to-day, as squalid and as appalling as it 
was on the 25th of March last. The Kaffir 
of the congested districts had not been 
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touched by the Act of last year and could 
not be touched. In his regard the in- 
tention of Parliament had come to naught, 
and they were therefore entitled to 
ask was not this a case in which the 
honour of the Chief Secretary was as much 
concerned as it was, by his own admission, 
in the case of the bonus to the landowners. 
It was in the hope that his efforts would 
change the picture that the House 
agreed to his financial proposals. They 
asked him now to give effect to the inten- 
tions of the House. They made no 
apology for pressing this matter on the 
House, because in their opinion the Act of 
last year was incapable of giving effect to 
the intentions of the House. On the 
Second Reading of the Act the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford pointed 
out that the provisions of the Bill dealing 
with the congested districts would, if they 
were not strengthened, prove absolutely 
insufficient, and that warning was re- 
peated in Committee, but in spite of all 
warnings the Bill left the House in practi- 
cally the same condition as it was intro- 
duced. Neither in the framing of the Act 
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succeed in the object the Government aim at, 
further legislation on that subject may become 
necessary.” _. = 


They were saying that to-day. At:a 
meeting of the Bishops of the province of 
Connaught this resolution was passed— 


‘ We desire to record our conviction that the 
proposals, outlined in the Bill, for dealing with 
the great question of congestion, and the culti- 
vation of vast tracts of prairie land in the West 
of Ireland, are quite inadequate. Larger and 
more extensive powers should be conferred on 
the Congested Districts Board throughout the 
entire ore similar to the powers granted 
to the Crofters’ Commission, in Scotland.” 


and then they said— 


“ We feel it our duty to declare that, if the 
Government will not take these or similar 
measures to deal with this great question in a 
thorough-going sort of way, the land question 
will not be settled in the West, nor the tide of 
emigration be checked; nor can peace and 
contentment be restored until the grazing lands 
taken from the people in the past, be given 
back to the men who are able and willing to 
work them for the maintenance of themselves 
and their families.” 


» That resolution was adopted on the 6th 





nor in the discussions in Committee did | of Aprilat Tuam, and signed by the Arch- 
the congested districts get fair play, and in | bishopof Tuam, and the Bishops of Galway, 
support of that contention he referred | Achonry, Killala, and Elphin. There 
to the resolution of the Land Conference | was no body of men in Ireland more com- 
which stated— @ | petent to express an opinion on a matter 
'of this kind than the Bishops of Con- 


“That the congested districts would require | : 
separate and exceptional treatment with a view | naught. They lived among the people, 
to the better distribution of the population, | and they were not politicians. The Chief 
and of the land as well as for the acceleration and | Secretary had not introduced a word into 


extension of those projects of migration and | 1; ° . ‘+t to the 
enlargement of holding, which the Congested his defective Bill to ove a Seton 


Districts Board, as at present constituted, with resolution of the Bishops. In . 
its limited powers, had hitherto found it im- | on the Billthe congested districts did not 
possible to carry out upon an adequate scale.” | get fair play, seeing that the provisions 
The separate and exceptional treat- | dealing with congestion wer a. July. 
ment which, so far as it could be given, was | os "4 he — oe ae Ry “ pod 
given to the Congested Districts Board by | ~ en . ree ’ 5 os od jonas 
the right hon. Gentleman was not worthy | “arch. ven at that advane i = 
of the name, and did not increase their | of the session he believed, if “ agen 
powers in the slightest degree. The Chief | Government had been serious ne age fu 
Secretary was in favour of compulsion, as | te2tion to grapple with this prob pny they 
was also Lord Crewe, who said he “ hoped | might have inserted provisions of a satis- 
the pace would be considerably | factory nature, but no attention whatever 
quickened.” He went further and said | W@S pald to the representations on the 
the framers of the Act made no secret of | Subject which were made from the Nation- 
the fact that they had not seriously | alist Benches. The Irish Party asked 


attempted to grapple with this urgent | that compulsory powers should be given 


problem. Lord Dunraven in the House | to acquire suitable land for the people 
of Lords said— living in the congested districts. They 
i ers 

“IT take it that the sections applying to the did = ask ~y me oomennnt Fee d 
Congested Districts Board are more or less ex- | should extend to the whole of ireland, 
perimental ; that is to say, that, if they do not but they asked for that kind of compulsion 
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which the Prime Minister considered 
would be necessary in 1890. They asked 
for that kind of compulsion which the 
Congested Districts Board considered 
necessary in 1895. They did not ask for 
compulsion that would injure either 
landlord or grazier. The Irish Party 
never expected that grazing farms in the 
West of Ireland would be confiscated. 
They expected that, if compulsion were ap- 
plied, every interest would be safeguarded. 
Compulsion was anathema to the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary. It 
appeared as if the right hon. Gentleman 
were in the House for the purposes of pro- 
tecting the interest of the graziers. He 
said they were an economic necessity. 
None of those on the Nationalist Benches 
would agree with him in that matter. 
Pre-emption was asked and refused; a 
reorganisation of the Congested Districts 
Board was also refused ; a new and im- 
proved definition of “estate” was refused; 
a hew system of scheduling was refused, 
although the Chief Secretary admitted 
that the system in existence was arbitrary 
and fallacious. He was satisfied to leave 
it arbitrary and fallacious, and it remained 
so at the present day. When pressed for 
Amendments the right hon. Gentleman 
declared that, asthe credit and capital of 
the Congested Districts Board were in- 
creased under the Act, they should wait 
to see what would be done in the autuinn 
and winter under the improved conditions. 
He did not seek to judge the Act 
by what had been done under it in 
the short period that had elapsed since 
it was passed. He took different ground 
altogether. The Act as it stood at the 
present time would not cure congestion 
in acentury. Ifanythingsubstantial had 
been done since the passing of the Act 
by the Congested Districts Board, he held 
it could have been done equally well if the 
Act of last vear had not been passed. The 
right hon. Gentleman had got the autumn 
and winter, and what were his achieve- 
ments ? The right hon. Gentleman was 
aware that last vear 13,530 migratory 
labourers left Connaught to earn rent in 
England and Scotland ; he was aware that 
173 per 1,000 of the adult population of 
Mayo were forced every vear to seek em- 
ployment away from their homes. For 
how many of these migratory tenants had 
he got employment onthe grazing ranches. 


Mr. P. A. MeHugh. 
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He readily admitted that the Chief Secre- 
tary approached this question in a sym- 
pathetic spirit, but still the right hon. 
Gentleman, while deploring the malady 
which he described to the House on 25th 
March last, had shrunk from applying the 
remedy. In the course of a speech de- 
livered the other day the Chief Secretary 
said— 

“* As a rule politicians are more usefully en- 
gaged in attacking problems which are under 


their noses with the resource swhich are in their 
hands.” 


He should like to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman why he did not attack the Kaffir 
problem in Connaught with some portion 
of the £12,000,000 which was given as a 
free gift to settle the Irish land question. 
In his judgment, £1,000,000 spent upon 
the Kaffir problem in the West of Ireland 
would do more to settle the land question 
than the £12,000,000 they were wasting 
in the futile effort to satisfy the landlords. 
Reference was made in the Amendment 
to the resolution of the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board. The resolution appeared 
inthe Report of the Board for 1895, and 
was as follows— 


“That the Congested Districts Board are in 
possession of information, through their in- 
spectors, that there are large tracts of land that 
could be used to enlarge the holdings of small 
occupiers and promote schemes of migration 
in congested districts. The Board are, however, 
of opinion that it will be impossible for them to 
give effect to this important department of their 
work unless more funds are placed at their dis- 
posal, and compulsory powers given to them 
to acquire such lands at their just value.” 


= That resolution was signed by Mr. Gerald 
Balfour, Sir David Harrel, Mr. Charles 
Kennedy, the most rev. Dr. O'Donnell, 
Mr. Frederick W. Pain, Mr. Horace Plun- 
kett, Mr. James H. Tuke, Mr. Frederick 
Wrench, Mr. A. J. Balfour, the Rev. W. 
S. Green, and the Rev. Denis O'Hara. 
The resolution had remained, up to the 
present, a dead letter, and he ventured to 
say that the failure of the Irish Govern- 
ment to give effect to it reflected the 
greatest discredit upon the powers of 
British statesmanship as applied to the 
Government of Ireland. The Irish Party 
now asked that the powers referred to 
in that resolution should be conferred 
on the Congested Districts Board and 
the Estates Commissioners acting under 
the Act of last year. A member of the 
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Congested Districts Board, who was a 
friend and admirer of the Chief Secretary, 


had informed him that he still adhered | 


to the view expressed in the resolution 
of 1895. He asked him whether he would 
be good enough to give him his views as to 
the adequacy or inadequacy of the Act 
of last year to provide a remedy for the 
congestion in the West of Ireland. With 
the permission of the House he would 
read the statement he had received from 
that member of the Congested Districts 
Board. He said— 


“In my opinion no solution of the congested 
districts problem is possible in Connaught un- 
less the Congested Districts Board get compul- 
sory powers to acquire, at a price that is not 
excessive, all the holdings suitable for agricul- 
ture over £25 Poor Law valuation, which are 
in the occupation of non-residential tenants, and 
used for grazing purposes. The Act of 1903 
does not give any special powers or facilities to 
the Congested Districts Boards to acquire non- 
residential grazing holdings, nor grass lands in 
landlords’ hands; on the contrary, owing to 
the facilities afforded to owners to buy back, 
with the aid of a State loan, one-third of the 
lands, comprising estates, which were not sub- 
ject to tenancies before 1903, there is practically 
no chance of the Board getting any of such land- 
in, or convenient to the congested districts, un- 
less they pay far more than the land is worth, 
and they cannot pay an exorbitant price for any 
considerable area of such land and settle tenants 
upon it without incurring a loss per family for 
settling them on the grass area that would be 
considered grossly excessive. And if they give 
this extravagant price, they will be fixing a 
standard that would be altogether too high.” 

He was informed that the Board had 
recently bought some untenanted land, 
and if the Chief Secretary referred to 
that fact in his reply, he should like 
the right hon. Gentleman to mention 
that price at which that land was pur- 
chased. That was a matter of vital im- 
portance. The average price of land 
bought by the Congested Districts Board 
up to 1903 was thirteen and a quarter 
years purchase, and the highest was seven- 
teen and a half. The Chief Secretary 
had formerly said that, in his judgment, 
the average price which the Board would 
pay for land would be about thirteen 
years purchase. His contention was 
that the land must not only be acquired, 
but that it must be got at a fair price ; 
and that the sales in cases of congested 
estates should only be made to the Con- 
gested Districts Board or to the Estates 
Commissioners. The Chief Secretary, in 
his speech of 3rd Februar , said that in 
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an amending Bill the Government in- 
tended— 


“‘making all clear which was in doubt, and 

carrying out all the intentions that were ex- 
esSed in this House and acquiesced in by all 
arties.”’ Bs 


There were two points on which it would 
be necessary to remove all doubt, and 
which, from his point of view, were of the 
utmost gravity. In the first place, they 
wanted to know whether, under the new 
Act, a landlord who owned an estate com- 
prising partly tenanted and partly un- 
tenanted land, could sell the tenanted 
portion of his estate and receive the bonus 
on the purchase price, while at the same 
time he retained in his own hands the un- 
tenanted land, which might be used for 
the purposes of emigration and enlarge- 
ment of holdings. On that point the 
Chief Secretary must be perfectly clear. 
It was necessary to impress on the House 
that if such things were permitted the 
evils of congestion would be intensified 
instead of being allayed; and the in- 
tentions of Parliament would be utterly 
defeated. In the second place, all doubt 
must be removed with réference to the 
case of the evicted tenants. So far as 
the Irish Party was concerned they could 
never consider the Irish land question 
settled until decent provision was made 
for the evicted tenants. They wanted 
to know whether, in the case of an evicted 
tenant being restored to his holding, the 
Estates Commissioners would be en- 
titled to give him free grants for restoring 
the farm buildings and fencing, and for re- 
stocking ; and likewise compensation to 
the farmer who was willing to leave the 
evicted farm. A good deal had been said 
last year about the desirability of a better 
understanding between the classes In 
Ireland. The position of the Nationalist 
Paity was perfectly simple. They had 
been all along for conciliation ; and they 
believed that the proposals which they 
made were reasonable and moderate, an‘ 
that they were necessary if effect wes 
to be given to the intentions of Parlia- 
ment when it passed the Act of last vear- 
They contended that these proposals 
could not injure the landlords, but if they 
found, when the question came to be 
discussed in the House, that the landlords 
resisted their application for the abolition 
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of the zones, the restoration of inspec- 
tion for the purpose of continuing the 
extortion of unfair rents, and an adequate 
remedy for the malady of congestion ; 
and that they continued to deny a satis- 
factory provision for the claims of the 
evicted tenants, then the Nationalist 
Party would be reluctantly forced to 
believe that all they had heard last year 
‘about conciliation was hypocrisy and a 
hollow sham, and was intended merely 
as a means to hoodwink the House, and 
for the purpose of filling their pockets 
at the British taxpayers’ expense. As 
far as his Party was concerned, they still 
offeted conciliation, and they pointed 
out to the landlord party and the Irish 
Government that the only alternative 
to conciliation was continued conflict ; 
and that while they, on those Benches, 
abhorred that alternative and honestly 
prayed that under wiser counsels it might 
b2 averted in the interests and for the 
good of their common country, they felt 
bound to say that if the continued con- 
flict was forced upon them they should 
know how to meet it. 


® 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 
said he rose to second the Motion pro- 
posed by his hon. friend so eloquently 
and ably but he realised—and he was sure 


that every Member sitting on the Nationa- | 


list Benches and in every other portion of 
the House must also realise—that the hon. 
Gentleman had absolutely covered the 
whole ground of the case and that it 
would be absolutely impossible for any 
subsequent speaker to add anything to 
the argument which had been made for 
the amendment of the Land Act of last 
year. It was indeed with no feeling of 
pleasure that Members sitting on those 
Benches had to come to the House of 
Commons to complain of the inadequacy 
of its legislation. As every one, on 
both sides of the House, knew very 
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and hoped that that policy would put an 
end to class conflict in Ireland and 
give the people a chance of settling down 
to the development of their material 
interests and thereby increase the pros- 
perity of the country which they all loved. 
To that policy of conciliation there were 
of course two parties—the landlords and 
the tenants. On the one side there were 
the leaders of the Nationalist Party and 
the national movement ; on the other side 
| were Lord Dunraven and his associates in 
the Land Conference and also a num- 
ber of landlords not concerned with the 
Land Conference. He asked the House 
|to bear in mind, if complaint was made 
| as to the attitude of the Nationalist Party, 
'of the unreasonable character of their 
|demands, and the inability to satisfy 
| them on any point, that they had sought 
| to give effect to the policy of conciliation 
‘in Ireland. The Land Purchase Act 
| received the Royal Assent on 10th August 
last year, and on 8th September a most 
‘important meeting of the tenants’ repre- 
| sentatives was held in Dublin to consider 
| the future working of the Act and to 
| advise, as they had the right and authority 
'to advise, the tenants of Ireland how it 
| should be received. At the great meeting 
'a number of resolutions were adopted, 
the most important of which set forth— 





| “That wherever a readiness may be found 
| on the part of landowners to sell at prices that 
| will equal the prices under former Land Acts— 
| having regard to the immense addition made 
| to the landlords’ price by the cheerful co-opera- 
| tion of the tenants’ representatives—highest in- 
| terests to conduct in spirit of utmost friendliness 
| with an earnest desire to give the widest possible 
| extension to the operations of the Act, so that 
any failure in its working may not be justly attri- 
| butable to the attitude of the people, and that 
| any amendment that may be found necessary 
| may be brought about by the concurrence of all 
| fair-minded men.” 


| That wastheir sheet anchor. They cume 


| there that evening in furtherance of the 


| adoption of that resolution. 





well the highest hopes were excited | . f 

last session by the prospect held out | The whole kernel of the difficulty in Ire- 
ofimmediate relief for the tenant farmers | land was the question of price. His hon. 
of Ireland by the operation of the Land friend pointed out with great force the 
Act of last year. So far as the con- | difference which existed between the price 
duct of one side of the controversy was | now asked by.the landlords and the prices 
concerned strong efforts had been made | which were cheerfully and voluntarily 
to prevent that ‘ct from being a failure. | taken by them under previous Acts. 
They heard much in last year’s debates | What were the facts with regard to some 
of the policy of conciliation. He had been | of the most prominent advocates of con- 
and was now a supporter of such a policy, ciliation on the landlord side. Let them 


Mr. P. A. McHugh. 
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take the case of Lord Dunraven, who was 
one of the signatories to the treaty of 
peace which was to bring about the 
millenium in Ireland and settle all dis- 
putes. After the passage of the Act Lord 
Dunraven was asked by his tenants to sell 
his estate and he replied in a long letter. 
The one fact which stood out in that reply 
was that if his tenants wanted to purchase 
their holdings under what might be de- 
scribed as Lord Dunraven’s own Act they 
would have to pay twenty-six years 
purchase. This did not include the bonus 
which was generally regarded as being 
equivalent to three years purchase in 
addition, whereas land in the locality had 
been sold under previous Acts at from 
fifteen to eighteen years purchase. Ifthe 
Nationalist leaders had known that Lord 
Dunraven’s tenants would be asked to pay 
twenty-six years purchase it would have 
been very difficult indeed to have induced 
them to recommend the Act, as they did, 
to the kindly consideration of the Irich 
people. The breakdown of the Act as far 
as it had gone was not due to any act 
covert or overt, on the part of the tenants, 
their leaders, or the representatives of 
the tenants. That breakdown should be 
left at the door of the landlords including 
Lord Dunraven. It appeared to him that 
when land was to be sold they were not 
dealing with an unfortunate rain-sodden 
country but with a diamond mine at 
Kimberley or a goldfield at Coolgardie. 
The landlords regarded their interest as 
aimost as valuable as if it were situated in 
those favoured places. 


Who would have to bear the 
burden if the tenants of Ireland 
were foolish enough to accept the baits 
held out to them by the landlords? He 
was speaking as much in the interests 
of the British taxpayer as the Irish tax- 
payer. If any deficiency occurred under 
the Act it would have to come out of 
public funds, and no doubt the Govern- 
ment would endeavour to make Ireland 
liable before touching the sacrosanct 
Treasury of England. He was there- 
fore entitled to speak on this matter 
from an Imperial point of view, as well as 
from a local and national point of view. The 
Act was ushered in with great hopes, but 
up to the present it had been practically 
a dead letter. The right hon. Gentleman 
furnished a Return, which showed that 
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only 3,000 cases had been dealt with 
No one could contend that that was 
satisfactory progress. The question was— 
Had the tenants of Ireland endeavoured 
to work the Act, or had they not?) From 
his own personal experience he knew 
they hed. Every unsold estate in Long- 
for , his own county, had appointed an 
estate committee, and had entered into 
negotiations with the landlords, and if 
t e negotiations had not been successful 
it was entirely due to the inordinate de- 
mands of the landlords. So far, in his 
part of the country, only two estates had 
been sold, and one of those estates illus- 
trated in a very typical manner the way 
in which the zones system worked, and 
also how th> congested districts clauses 
had absolutely failed. He referred to 
the King-Harman estate in county Long- 
ford. The rental from agriculture and 
grazing land was £18,053 per annum. 
There were 647 non-judicial tenants, pay- 
ing £4,471 per annum; 679 first-term 
tenants, paying £8,182; twenty-seven 
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second-term tenants, paying £146; 
and 295 leaseholders paying £5,236. 
The estate was put up for sale 


four months ago, and a_ gentleman 
who, he understood, took a prominent 
part in adyising the Government during 
the passage ofthe Land Bill, was sent down 
to Boyle to negotiate it. This gentleman, 
Mr. Norris Goddard, also took a promi- 
nent part during the land warin Ireland, 
and was identified with the policy of the 
battering-ram in Kerry and other counties. 
He offered to the first-term tenants a 

reduction of 274 per cent.; to the second- ~ 
term tenants, 15 per cent.; to the non- 
judicial tenants, 40 per cent.; to amicable 
leaseholders, 35 per cent.; and to other 
leaseholders, 10 per cent. The tenants 
met, under the presidency of the parish 
priest, and offered the following terms : 
First and second-term tenants to purchase 
at eighteen and twenty-one years, the 
landlord’s terms being twenty-two-and-a 
quarter and twenty-six-and-a-half years, 
respectively, without counting the bonus. 
A few days delay occurred, and then the 
tenants received notice from Mr. Goddard 
that. if they did not accept his terms just 
as he offered them, without any alteration, 
he would withdraw his offer, and they 
would not get a chance of purchasing 
their holdings. So far from compulsion 
being put on the landlord to sell, the 
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tenants were compelled, for fear of being 
given no other chance of buying their 
holdings, to accept Mr. Goddard’s terms. 
That case was brought before the Court 
in Dublin, and the Commissioners, after 
a great deal of persuasion on the part of 
the owners, agreed to accept the terms, 
and that estate was now going through 
at this enormous price. What he desired 
to point out in this case was the com- 
plete failure of the congested districts 
clauses of the Act. It had failed to change 
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the conditions of the people who had been 
hunted to the congested districts in 1846 | 
and 1847, and, if such cases as that to | 
which he referred were to recur frequently, | 
the passing of the Act at all must be re- 
garded as a great waste of time. So far 
as Longford was concerned, the Act, 
except in one case, was a dead letter. 
That exception was the sale of the King- 
Harman estate, and it was sold as much 
for the benefit of a well-known firm of 
-olicitors in Dublin as anybody else. 
The failure of this Act could be added to 
the many other failures in Ireland. With 
the failure of the Treaty of Limerick 
might now be added the failure of what | 
might almost be called the treaty of Dun- | 
raven. If the amending Bill which the | 
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sceptical of the value of those gentlemen. 
But there was no harm in reminding the 
right hon. Gentleman that high hopes 
were entertained of these gentlemen, 
and that they should be reminded that 
they had to tackle this problem of in- 
solvent estates, and show some result for 
the salaries he supposed they had drawn. 
They had heard of no evicted tenants 
being restored. A scheme had been 
drawn up to deal with the evictedltenants, 
but when inquiries were made with regard 
to it and as to what was to be done 
they were told that the Commissioners 
must wait until some estate turned up ; 
that if the Commissioners went after 
estates the price of land would be raised. 
Of course, no objection could be raised 
to that, and if the evicted tenants ques- 
tion was not settled it was no fault of 
the Commissioners. It was witn no feeling 
of pleasure that they desired to criticise 
unfavourably the measure of last session ; 
it was not because they wished to make 
the position of the right hon. Gentleman 
more difficult than it already was; it 
was because their hopes of the Act had 
been doomed to disappointment, and the 
men responsible for the disappointment 
were the landlords. The right hon. 


right hon. Gentleman proposed to bring | Gentleman had to determine whether 
in, was to secure the payment of the bonus | he would stand by the tenants or the 
to the landlords, then, in the words of | landlords in this matter. If he now in- 
Bismarck at the Battle of Sedan— | tended to do nothing to get the land for 


“They might sizzle in their own fat.” 


The zones, as they were, were absolutely | 
indefensible,and they werestrongly opposed | 
atthe time the Act was before the House. | 
So far as he was concerned that was | 
entirely the fault of the landlords. The | 
representatives of the tenants never | 
sought to have the zones imported into 
the Act, and the incorporation of them | 
was due entirely to the influence of the | 
landlords. He would be slow to cast any | 
doubt on the work of the Commissioners, 
but the hopes entertained last session 
that these gentlemen would transform 
the business of land purchase, clean 
out the Augean stables of Judge Ross’ 
Court, clear up and purchase all in- | 
solvent estates, and get rid of the army | 
of receivers who now battened and 


fattened on them, were hopes that had 

not been fulfilled. There had not been 

a single case dealt with by the Commis- 

sioners, and, therefore, he was rather 
Mr. J. P. Farrell. 


the tenants at a fair price then they 
must conclude that he desired to favour 
the landlords, but if, on the other hand, 
he wished to do something in this direction 
the way was open to him by accepting 
the Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Leitrim, which he now had the honour 
to second.- 


Amendment proposed— 


“At the end of the Question, to add the 
words, ‘But we humbly represent to Your 
Majesty that serious amendments including the 
abolition of the zones system are required in 
the Irish Land Act of last year to prevent the 
unjust inflation of the price of land in Ireland ; 
and that the powers possessed under that Act 
by the Estates Commissioners and _ the 
Congested Districts Board for the acquisition 
of untenanted lands are not sufficient to 
provide a remedy for the evils of congestion by. 
the redistribution of the land among the 
population of the poor districts of the country, 
without which the Irish Land Question can 
never be settled; and that a power of com- 
pulsory purchase of untenanted lands such as 
the Congested Districts Board unanimously 
asked for in 1895 should be conferred upon that 
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body and upon the Estates Commissioners 
acting under the Land Act of 1903, and that 
provision should be made that sales in cases of 
congested estates under that Act should be 
made only to the Board or the Estate 
Commissioners.’”--(Mr. P. A. MeHugh.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there added.” 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8S.) 
said that British Members must be con- 
siderably surprised at a debate of this 
kind at this time. Last session they were 
engaged. in passing a great Land Bill, 
and now they were raising the whole 
question of Irish land afresh. Hon. 
Members, however, might- cease their 
surprise atonce. It was a case of history 
repeating itself. The Land Act of 1881 
was a great measure, but some months 
after it had passed into law they intro- 
duced Bills to amend it. Amending 
Acts were passed after many sessions, 
just as the proposals now being put 
forward would be passed after much 
trouble. There were several hon. Mem- 
bers absent from that debate about whom 
he felt a little curious. Where was the 
official Ulster Unionist Party? The 
only hon. Member from Ulster who could 
claim to represent the tenants was the 
hon. Member for Mid Armagh. But the 
entire official Ulster Unionist Party was 
absent when the interests of their con- 
stituencies were at stake. He supposed 
they were rather exhausted after their 
effort to import the Chinese into the 
Transvaal. For him the Amendment 
raised a considerable difficulty, for it 
assailed the zones. The Chief Secretary 
would be entitled to say that the Land 
Conference was responsible for the prin- 
ciple of the zones, and so far as he was 
concerned he was not prepared to oppose 
that principle. It would be remembered 
that when the question of the zones was 
discussed they moved Amendments, and 
supported them, not objecting to the prin- 
ciple of the zones, but objecting to the 
terms of the zones. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
No; we moved Amendments absolutely 
abolishing the zones, and when we failed 
in that we moved an Amendment altering 
the terms. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he wasap- 
parently under a wrong impression. He 
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wished to ask the Chief Secretary two 
questions. The right hon. Gentleman 
proposed to introduce an amending Bill, 
He was not going to discuss that before 
he saw it, but he should like to know 
was the Bill to be confined simply to the 
reversal of Mr. Justice Ross’s decision ? 
He wished to know would the Bill be 
retrospective, and would it deal with cases 
that were before the Estates Commis- 
sioners now, and which might have been 
settled, or would it deal only with future 
cases? He did not complain of the bad 
drafting of the Bill. All he would say 
was that almost before the ink was dry 
upon the Statute-book the Solicitor- 
General gave a legal opinion to a great 
Irish land-owner who asked as to the 
destination of the bonus. And this 
gentleman, who was responsible for the 
drafting, gave that landowner the opinion 
that the least that could be said about 
it was that it was extremely doubtful. 
What business had a law officer of the 
Crown to. give opinions upon his own 
handiwork? The law officers of the 
Crown in England were not allowed to 
give opinions of that kind, and the 
Solicitor-General for Ireland might very 
well have left that matter to some of his 
friends at the Bar, for there were plenty 
of them with very little to'do. Heagreed 
that the Act had not touched the real 
difficulty, and until the points which had 
been raised had been satisfactorily dealt 
with and solved, the land question would 
remain not only to trouble [ri hmen, but 
also this House. He would assume that 
a landlord had an estate which was largely 
made up of uneconomic holdings, which 
did not pay any rent except that 
which came out of English or Ameri- 
can labour. Would a landlord in that 
position, holding, say, 1,500 of such hold- 
ings, and also possessed of grass land let 
to graziers at a high rent—if that land- 
lord came forward to the Estates Com- 
missioners with agreements duly signed 
by those wretched tenants to purchase, 
but with no agreement signed for the sale 
or purchase of the grass land, would the 
Estates Commissioners in any case be 
bound to declare that portion to be an 
estate, not within the meaning of this 
Act, but for the purposes of this Act? 
He wanted to know if the Commissioners 
were compelled to give that decision, and 
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whether the bonus could be paid on un- 
tenanted land of that kind. Were the 
Estates Commissioners at liberty when a 
case like that was presented. and they 
knew the landlord was also holding grass 
land which Parliament int«nded for the 
poor people—were they bound to declare 
that an estate within the meaning of the 
Act? 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): 
Does the hon. Member mean _ the 
tenanted portion of the estates ? 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that he did. 
He wished to know if the landlord was 
to be allowed to sell those wretched 
holdings and keep the grass land. Take 
Lord De Freyne’s estate. They were now 
dealing with the interest of these poor 
people, and they were not dealing with 
Chinese or Kaffirs, but with the subjects 
of the King at home. Just imagine Lord 
De Freyne asking twenty-four or twenty- 
five years purchase for those wretchetl 
holdings which had never yet paid one 
farthing of economic rent. Not only this, 
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but he would be getting from the Irish , 


taxpayer a bonus of 12 per cent. for his 
great kindness in selling these uneconomic 
holdings at fancy prices. The thing was 
perfectly ridiculous, the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland must place himself 
alongside this question, and these men 
must be told that they were not at liberty 
to harass and punish these poor people 
whom the English Government had 
placed at their mercy. 


What was the state of affairs in Ulster ? 
When he spoke a few nights ago 
he had left his documents at home, but 
he would like now to show what the 
Ulster landlord was capable of. He 
did not complain that thirty-two great 
landowners had refused to sell. They 
were acting within their right under 


the law for which the House was 
responsible. They were entitled to 
refuse sale, and thirty-two Ulster 


landlords had already refused. They 
were not men of no account, for 
they included such landlords as the 
Marquess of Downshire, Lord Deramore, 
the Marquess of Donegal, Lord 
Dufferin, and Sir Francis MacNaghten. 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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There were no less than thirty- 
two of this class of landlords who 
absolutely refused to sell to their 
tenants at any price. What happened? 
He wished to put it to the House 
whether a state of affairs like that 
could last. What did Parliament mean 
in passing the Act? Simply that landed 
property in the possession of the Irish 
landlord should pass to the occupiers on 
fair terms, and what Parliament con- 
sidered to be fair terms was this: the 


| Irish landlord’s income was to be decided 


by the second-term rents fixed by the 
Land Court, and it was decided that 
whatever was done the landlord should 
receive his second-term net income. 
That did not mean his present income, 
and that was what the landlords as a 
whole accepted. Did anyone think that 
they were going to allow one class of 
tenants to obtain possession by State aid 
and leave another class out. A state of 
affairs like that could stand in no country, 
and it would not do in the province of 
Ulster. He would show the House what 
hadbeen done. Thirty-two small estates 
had been sold in Ulster, and he wished 
to show the reasonableness of the 
tenants in the prices they had given 
where sales had taken place, Thirty-two 
small estates had been sold in Ulster at 
an average price of 214 years purchase of 
the first-term rents, 25 years purchase of 
the second-term rents, and 224 years pur- 
chase of the non-judical rents. These 
prices were in excess of the economic value 
of the holdings, so that no one could say 
that the landlords were not getting fair 
terms. He would give the highest prices. 
For first-term rents it was twenty-three 
years, second-term twenty-seven,and non- 
judicial 273. The lowest was first-term 
seventeen, second 21}, and non-judicial 
twenty years purchase. He would show 
the reasonableness of the tenants. In 
over seventy-nine estates where sales had 
not taken place the average offer by the 
landlords of first-term rents was 233 
years, on second-term over 117 estates 
264, and on non-judicial rents 223. Of 
course these did not include the bonu:, 
which would be added. The tenants’ 
offers in cases where sales didnot take place 
were on sixty-six estates an average of 19} 
on | first-term, 223 on second-term, and 
over 108 estates twenty-three, and on non- 
judicial the average offer wasnineteen years 
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lord’s offer. The net result was that 
thirty-two small estates had been sold, 
and that in thirty-two cases the great 


landowners of Ulster had refused to sell | 


on any terms, and he had noticed from 
the newspapers that negotiations had 
almost ‘come to a standstill. He knew 
that Lord Belmore and another nobleman 
were negotiating the sale to some tenants, 
but that was all. That was a most 
serious condition of affairs. If the Chief 
Secretary had accepted Mr. Redmond’s 
Amendment, the landlords would not 
have asked for these terms, but now they 
were standing behind the zones, and it 
was impossible to dislodge them. 
Parliament would not act now, but 
it would have to before long. That was 
the whole history of Land Bills. As re- 
garded Ulster this differential treatment by 
landlords would not do. The landlords 
were entitled to reasonable and even 
generous terms, but they were not en- 
titled to make a chess-board of Ulster, 
and say what estates should be sold, and 
what should not. 


He went into the Land Judge’s Court 
in Dublin the other day, and any- 
thing like it could not be found 
elsewhere in the civilised world. They 
had an able Judge in Judge Ross, und he 
did not wish to assail him. He was told 
he was a partisan of the landlords, but 
everyone in Ireland was either a partisan of 
the landlords or the tenants. That Court 
was established to sell bankrupt estates, 
but the sale of an estate was the last 
thing it did. It had become a huge rent 
office. There were £16,000,000 of property 
in that Court. There were 80 or 100 
receivers all over the country receiving 
rents, and scores of attorneys and lawyers 
making motions every day upon these 
wretched estates to make them more 
wretched still. This would not cease 
until this House dealt with it. Did they 
imagine that these receivers were going 
to give up their income, or that the law- 
yers who were fattening upon these estates 
were going to close the Court and deprive 
themselves of a handsome revenue. He 
saw one estate sold but the whole thin 
wes a ridiculous imposture. He aske 
the Chief Secretary, was it to go on for 
ever. Judge Ross he did not blame. He 
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purchase. In twenty cases the landlords | 
refused the tenants’ terms, and in forty- | 
five cases the tenants refused the land- | 
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was mastered by his officials and receivers. 
This Court ought be cleared right out. As 
to the Estates Commissioners he had 
nothing to say against them. Whate-er 
they could do they would do, but were 
they in a position to do anything? The 
Chief Secretary had lodged them in a 
seven-roomed house in Merrion Street 


where it was absolutely impossible for 


them to find accommodation, so much so, 
in fact, that Mr. Wrench was in another 
house on the other side of the street. 
How could they expect the work of a 
great Department to be carried on in 
these rooms? He knew the lack of 
accommodation was because the Treasury, 
acting on the advice of the Board of 
Works, would not allow more. Was there 
a staff commensurate with the work? 
Everyone knew there was not, and they 
had thus the greatest ameliorative Act 
ever passed b@ this House for Ireland 
administered in rooms which were not 
sufficient for the Commissioners, much 
less the staff. What financial arrange- 
ments were going to be made for 
carrying out the work under the Act? 
That required money, but he did not 
believe a shilling had been got yet. 


The whole question of arrears was be- 
coming serious. He noticed that con- 
stantly and everywhere, when the landlord 
or his agent and the tenant had agreed as 
to the price the question arose as to 
what was to be done with the arrears. 
Then the arrears or the greater part of 
them were added to the purchase 
price agreed upon. ‘That was not 
only a serious matter for the pur- 
chasing tenant, but for this House. 
Nothing was more certain than this, that 
if this went on the Act would break 
down. The hanging gale, which would 
never have been paid, had been, for in- 
stance, piled upon the back of the pur- 
chasing tenant. He did not wish to 
deprive the landlord of all arrears, but the 
landlord should be willing to accept a 
composition of arrears and not stipula’e 
for the whole amount. He noticed thit 
in the engagements which were being 
made the landlords were wholly forgetting 
to allow for purchase on the second-term 
rents. There was a tendency all over 
the country to jumble every kind of rent 
together, and to give a reduction on that. 
The thing was getting into.such a state 

K . . 
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that, if something were not done to correct 
it, confusion would result, and the effects 
which were expected from an Act paszed 
with great hopes of benefit to the tenan- 
try ot Ireland would be lost. He still 
cherished the hopes which were enter- 
tained at the time the Act was passed. 


They had been told that they should | 
wished the | 


think Imperially. He 
Government would think locally. He 
believed that things would come right 
if only the Chiet Secretary would boldly 
grapple with the evils. 


He saw no great difficulty about the 
question of the zones. He considered 
that he was bound by the principle 
agreed upon by the Land Conference. 
When they consentel to a reduction 
varying from 15 to 25 per cent. he 
thought they established the principle of 


the zones. He was goingto cling to the | 4}; was carried on. 


Land Conference as longashecould. He 
believed that on the principle of the Land 


Conference this was a thing that could be | 
settled, but he did say that the landlords | 
in Ulster were grossly abusing the zones. | 


They were asking prices nobody could | and Sneh yeas Np. Ses Srey ee: 


ever havecontemplated. The Conference 
when they passed the report believed 


that the mean between the 15 and 25) 


per cent. reduction would be accepted 
generally all over the country. 
NaTionaList Memper: No.] 

must say what he thought. He stood 
for the decadal reductions as strongly as 
anybody. He stood for it when the Bill 
was before the House, but he was not 
going to argue that, because the’Govern- 
ment refused to provide for the’decadal 
reduction in the Bill, they had any right 
to say that the landlord should pay it. 
He believed the whole of this question 
would be settled in Ireland if the mean 
of the Conference terms and the mean of 
the zones were adhered to. (['A 
NationaList Memper: No.] He would 
not say in the whole of Ireland, but he 
would say it would settle the question in 
the province of Ulster. But the land- 
lords were in no frame of mind to accept 
either the Conference or the zones. They 
wanted the highest prices the zones 
allowed, and the bonus as well. Some of 
them were not even civil. Here wes a 
letter addressed to the tenantry of an 
estate on 30th October last. He would 
not state the name, but he would give it 

Mr, T, W. Russell. 
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\letter he might. 


A| nothing for their religion. 
U | their land for nothing. 
©! the whole local affairs. 
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to the Chief Secretary if he desired to 
know— 


“‘ Dear Sir, If you wish to buy the rent, I sell. 
nothing. I require thirty years purchase on 
second term rents. Lord .. . is getting thirty 
years; a man at . . twenty-seven; two 
menin ... . twenty-six. This estate is more 
peaceable than either. In England where 
land is sold with timber on it it is valued 
down to a shilling a stick. I must be one 
of the valuers. You may get another if known 
as a person who understands timber. I do. 


| Lreserve all quarries, mines, minerals, brick, 
| clay, and marls, and coal. 


I reserve for my 


| friends and my heirs the right of going on the 
| land with servants, dogs,and guns, to kill and 
| carry away any game they may find. Ienclose 
| a postage stamp for reply.” 


_[An Hon. Memper on the Irisu Benches: 


A most 


generous man.] If _ the 
Chief 


Secretary wished to see the 
The House of Com- 
mons would observe in ‘whose interests 
Ireland was not 
governed for the benefit of the people 
of Ireland, and it never$had been. It 
had been governed in the interests of 
aclass. That class represented England 


There was no doubt about it, and the 
Government of Ireland was unquestion- 
ably in their interest. They had a 
Church established by law. They paid 
They got 
They managed 

Local govern- 
ment was entirely in their hands and 
managed in their own interests. He 
admitted that they did it well. What 
was the use of going on with that system 
any longer? ‘The Church had been dis- 
established; and now they had to pay 
for it; and they did it, and they were a 
great deal better off for doing it. The 
local government of the country had 
passed out of their hands; they were not 
even safe on the petty sessions bench. 
They were outmanned and beaten there. 
The land was passing from their grasp; 
not passing as it passed in the long ago 
out of the hands of people, when it was 
taken from them for nothing. No, they 
were getting honest sovereigns for it. 
Why carry on that policy? Why should 
they not govern Ireland openly in the 
interest of the whole people of Ireland, 
and say manfully to these Gentlemen: 
“This thing has gone on too long; we 
cannot have this country in a perpetual 
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state of ferment, and the Imperial Parlia- 
ment dealing with your wrongs and 
grievances! Why not give these men 
their ducats and let them go, and let 
the people govern themselves.” He 
did not think himself that it would be 
good for Ireland if they did go; but he 
maintained that there was no use in 
governing the country by that class of 
men. They were to be paid honestly 
for their land, and why should they 
be allowed to keep the prosperity 
and the progress of the country 
back? Give them, if they would go, 
honest and fair terms and let the way be 
cleared in Ireland for all the great moral, 
social, and some political reforms that were 
thundering at its gates and required the 
concentrated attention of its people. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) 
said he quite understood the desire of the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone not to 
make public the name of the writer of 
the letter which he had read to the House. 
The writer, however, had only expressed 
in very clear and candid language what 
most of the landlords of Ireland really 
meant. The hon. Member for South 
Tyrone had said one thing which ought 
to be noticed, and that was his comment 
on the condition of the business which 
was left to the Irish Parliament at West- 
minster. But at the end of this debate 
hon. Gentlemen representing English con- 
stituencies would flock in from other parts 
of the House and vote, in a division, on a 
subject of which they have heard not a 
single argument. He thought it was 
rather risky to put faith in such an Irish 
Parliament. If these hon. Gentleman 
had favoured them with their attendance 
and their attention during the debate, 
they might have learned a great deal 
which it was well for them to know from 
the instructive speech of the hon. Member 
for North Leitrim. That speech was 
most moderate and instructive on the 
two great topics with which the Irish 
people were concerned. His hon. friend 
showed that, from whatever cause, there 
was no doubt that during the last six 
months the price of land in Ireland had 

n enormously increased. A great 
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cause that? Nothing that he could see 
except the passing of the Land Act. 
That Act was deliberately proposed by the 
Government to aid the tenants by reducing 
their annual payments from 4 per cent. to 
3} per cent., but that difference had been 
absolutely absorbed by the landlords. 
The Chief Secretary could not possibly 
deny that that wasthecase. The Govern- 
ment should accept the suggestion of the 
Amendment for the amending of the Act 
by legislation. There were various ways 
for bringing compulsion to bear on the 
Irish landlords to be more moderate. As 
the Irish head of the Irish Executive, with 
the Estates Commissioners as his servants, 
the Chief Secretary was quite entitled to 
give them instructions to treat the Irish 
landlords as they deserved. 


The hon. Member for North Leitrim 
had referred to the problem of the con- 
gested districts and had made it perfectly 
plain that these districts would not be 
settled except by compulsion. That was 
his own personal belief; and he thought 
that almost every man connected with the 
government of Ireland, in his heart of 
hearts, agreed with that. He himself did 
not represent a congested district, but 
there was a large estate near Dublin, in 
the township of Skerries, owned by the 
trustees of Lord HolmPatrick where he 
meant to address a meeting of his con- 
stituents. He, however, learned that the 
tenants on the estate were negotiating for 
the sale of their farms and he refused to 
hold the meeting because it might have 
been said that he was an emissary of evil. 
The result of the negotiations was that the 
trustees refused to sell, and these tenants, 
to his personal ‘knowledge, were paying 
now as high arent as any man in Ireland. 
The landlord of that district, which 
might be made one of the most beautiful 
seaside resorts in Ireland, was deliberately 
obstructing the progress of the village by 
putting on preposterous rents. here 
was no remedy for a man like that, except 
to buy him out against his will; and he 
anticipated that within a few years even 
the Government would find it necessary 
to come to that conclusion. He thought 


the Irish Party and the House of Commons 


many landlords were willing to sell at | 


eighteen or twenty years purchase a year 


ago, but now many of them wanted from | administration of the Land Act. 


five to ten years additional purchase. 
What had occurred in the interim to 


were entitled to some information from 

the Government, with reference to = 
is 

hon. friend the Member for Waterford, 

during the recess, in a speech in county 
K 2 
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Sligo referred to opinions which were 
reported to have been given by the law 
ofcers of the Crown in Ireland with 
reference to the working of the Act. A 
curious state of things was disclosed by 
the history of that incident as far as it 
went. One opinion, referred to by his 
hon. friend as having been given by the 
law officers, was that no money should be 
spent on the restoration of the evicted 
tenants in the way of expenditure on 
houses, restocking farms, and soon except 
by loan. It was since denied that such an 
opinion had been given. 


*THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N.) said that he had not been 
asked the question in any shape or form, 


Mr. CLANCY said that personally for 
the right hon. Gentleman’s sake he was 
glad to hear that, but the right hon. 
Gentleman’s statement only made the 
matter more mysterious. Who gave the 
opinion? He thought the right hon. 
Gentleman had a grievance against the 
Government. He ought to have been, 
asked for such an opinion and he and | 
the Solicitor-General had apparently been 
passed over. 
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*Mr, ATKINSON said that his state- 
ment also applied to his colleague the 
Solicitor-General. 


Mr. CLANCY said he did not imagine 
that the opinion was given by the 
Solicitor-General. Before his hon. and 
learned friend drew attention to the 
matter the evicted tenants on the Cool- 
greaney estate were informed by the 
Kstates Commissioners that no money 
could be spent except by way of loan ; 
but after his hon. and learned friend had 
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spoken they were told the reverse, and, | 


as @ matter of fact, he was glad to be able 
to state that the evicted tenants on that 
estate were to be restored, if not to their 
old holdings, to other holdings, that a 
large demesne was to be broken up for the 
purpose, and money was to be spent other- 
wise than by way of loan. He rejoiced at 
that result, but he wanted to know who 
endeavoured to prevent it. Who gave 
the legal opinion to which his hon and 
learned friend had referred? Whoever 
he was was even more mysterious than 
the writer of the Letters of Junius, and 
if he were only known he would be 


Mr. Clancy. 
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celebrated for such a ridiculous and 
assinine opinion. He would also like to 
know who asked for the opinion. Then 
there was a further opinion to the effect 
that the Estutes Commissioners or the 
Congested Districts Board had no power 
to pay a bonus for the purchase of un- 
tenanted land. Would the right hon. 
Gentleman say that such an opinion was 
not given. The right hon. Gentleman 
remained strangely silent and he gathered 
that such an opinion was given. 
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*Mr. ATKINSON said that the bon. 
Gentlemen must know that it was perfectly 
impossible for him to state what opinions 
had been given to the Government by 
the law officers of the Crown. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND asked why 
the right hon. Gentleman did not 
deny it, if it were not true, as in the case 
of the other opinion. 


*Mr. ATKINSON said he could state 
that he was not asked for an opinion, but 
he could not state what opinions had 
been given, that was a matter for his 
right hon. friend to disclose if he pleased. 


Mr. CLANCY said he hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would convey to the 
Chief Secretary what had just happened. 
The opinion which had been given was 
either public or private. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: The right hon. 
Gentleman knew that his lips were 
closed as to any legal opinions which 
might have been given to the Irish 
Government. 


Mr. CLANCY asked if that applied 
also to another opinion with reference to 
the definition of an estate? He hoped 
that the Chief Secretary would explain 
the matter later in the debate. It was 
trifling with the House to maintain that 
those opinions were private. The matter 
was one concerning the administration of 
a great Act of Parliament ; and it was 
nonsense to think that the grounds on 
which the administrators of the Act 
proposed to discharge their duties were 
not to: be stated in this House. He ho 
the Chief Secretary would be able to 
state who asked for those opinions and 
who gave them. Whe asked for that 
opinion? Was it the Estates Com- 
missioners? If it were, having regard to. 
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the fact that they were an administrative 
body placed outside the jurisdiction of 
the courts by an express Act of Par- 
liament, they were in his opinion unfit 
for the position they held. 


*Mr. ATKINSON : I can ease the hon. 
Gentleman’s mind upon that point, the 
Estates Commissioners never asked for an 
opinion of any kind, are not entitled to 
ask it, and, as far as I am concerned, 
would never get it. 


Mr. CLANCY said that was a most 
gratifying statement. Could the hon. 
Member make such another with regard 
to the man in the iron mask ? 
he did not think that Mr. Finucane or 
Mr. Bayley would be guilty of any such 
ridiculous action. If he were to express 


an opinion he would say it was the | 


Treasury, and he would go further and 
say he believed he could put his finger on 
the man who represented the Treasury 
on that occasion. If he repeated the 
rumours in Dublin he would say the Secre- 
tary of the Commission, Sir John Franks, 
was the agent on this occasion. If the hon. 
and learned Gentlemen could not answer 
the question himself would he ask the Chief 
Secretary to tell the House whether it was 
the habit of this Mr. Franks, who had 
been lately knighted, to issue these ukases 
to a Board which he had no right to 
address so long as they acted within the 
lines of their Department. There was one 
other point upon which he would like 


information—Why were these Amendments | 


necessary to every Act of Parliament passed 
for Ireland? There had already been six 


amending Acts to the Local Government | 


Board Act of 1898. The real reason 
was that all British Governments dis- 


trusted the Irish Members; they looked | 


with suspicion on every proposal made by 
them, and, as a consequence, when the most 


necessary suggestion was made by them | 
the progress of an Irish Bill | 
pr Parliament, the Government | 


during 


attitude became at once antagonistic ; the 
suggestion was disregarded, and, as a 


result, in a few years the Act had to be had also given 
amended. It was nothing less than insult-| cash as a bonus. 


{18 Fesruary 1904} 
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was much indebted to Mr. Justice 
Ross for having expressed, in the form 
of a judgment, an opinion on the construe- 
| tion of the Land Act of 1903, because 
it had brought to the attention of the 
House and the country the necessity 
for the amendment of this Act as to the 
‘bonus. The whole matter had been dis 
| cussed over and over again when the Act 
| was before the House, and the right hon. 
Gentleman had stated he was not prepared 
| to sanction compulsion, but thought some 
| method of suasion such as the granting of 
| a bonus would carry out the intentions of 
the Act. Mr. Justice Ross had, however, 
| given acontrary opinion, and, that being 
‘so, the whole case ought to be reopened. 
| He rose to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
| andhis advisers whether this amending Bill 
| should not be framed so as to include the 
discussion of the other great questions 
involved in this Amendment, so that 
further amending Bills would be avoided 
in the future. He thought the oppor- 
tunity ought to be offered, and trusted 
it would be offered to the House to see 
| whether the system of zones could not be 
got rid of altogether. The existence of 
these zones would always be a great 
disadvantage in the working of the 
Act, because they had _ held out 
inducements to the landlords to insist 
on a price quite. beyond the market 
price of land in Ireland. He trusted, 
when this amending Bill came before the 
House for discussion, a clause would be 
|inserted requiring that, in every case 
where the landlord and tenant could not 
agree at once as to the price to be paid, 
‘there should be an immediate inspection 
of the land, and that the price should be 
fixed by the Estates Commissioners. 





The letter referred to by the hon. Mem 
ber for South Tyrone was most valuable 


| as showing what was passing in the minds 


of the landlords. The English taxpayer 
was interested in this question, because 
Parliament had pledged British credit to 
‘the extent of £100,000,000 on the 
purchase annuities, and 
£12,000,000 hard 
Consequently the 


| security of 


ing to the Irish representatives, the man- | English taxpayer was vitally interested 
ner in which the Government always im- | in seeing that these annuities were not 


puted to them sinister motives. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said 
he could not he!p thinking the House 


‘unreasonably high. If a tenant bought 


|at thirty years purchase, and was liable 
‘to pay 3} per cent. on the purchase 


| money, he would have imposed upon him 
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a burden which, in a bad season, or even 
in an average season, would render it im- 
possible for him to meet his engagement 
to the State. The State woe be the 
sufferer in the last resort. It was there- 


fore most essential, not only for the | 


character of the Irish people themselves, 
but for the prosperity of the country, 
and for the preservation of the country 


to the occupiers of the land as tillers of | 


the soil, that they should get the land 
at such a reasonable price as would en- 
able them to make an honest living from 
their labour ; but that would be altogether 
impossible if the landlords were encour- 
aged to place an undue price upon the 
land, or to take advantage of the ignor- 
ance, weakness, or anxiety of the tenant 
to impose upon hima burden which the land 
would not sustain. This could be guarded 
against only by having, as had been done 
under previous Acts, an inspection by a 
responsible officer who would make sure 
that the price asked was such as the 
tenant might reasonably be required to 
pay. By purchasing his holding a tenant 
incurred an invariable liability for sixty- 
eight and a half years—a liability which 
he could not escape from or modify, no 
matter how bad the seasons might be or 
what untoward circumstances might arise. 
All these considerations should be borne 
in mind in order that the tenants might 
have every possible safeguard the Legisla- 
ture could create to prevent them rush- 
ing into improvident and unfortunate 
bargains. The state of Ireland would be 
worse then ever if the unfortunate occu- 
piers were to be burdened by an exorbi- 
tant rent which they could not pay. It 
would end either in a revolution or in 
universal bankruptcy. It was therefore 


{COMMONS} 
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| retain the large grass pasture lands in 
, their hands. That would be a glorious 
, thing for the landlords, but it was not the 
, object for which the British Parliament 
| had guaranteed £100,000,000 and made 
a present of £12,000,000. That these 
uneconomic holdings should be converted 
into fee simples at the end of sixty-eight 
or seventy years would be a thing at 
which the gods might laugh as a spectacle 
of absurdity and incongruity. The only 
way to keep these honest, decent, strug- 
gling, poor people in the land of their 
birth was to give them an opportunity 
of enlarging their farms to a living 
margin, and that could be done only by 
making the landlords who had large un- 
tenanted lands, sell the whole, so that the 
Estates Commissioners might parcel out 
and resettle the estates in such a way 
‘as to give each tenant a reasonable hold- 
| ing. Unless the Act were amended in 
| the manner foreshadowed by the Motion 
before the House it would be a mockery, 
a delusion, and a snare, both to the 
people of Ireland and to the taxpayers of 
this country. The experience of the year 
had confirmed him in the opinion that 
finality was remote and that they were 
only in the process of evolution in 
the settlement of the land question, and 
that compulsion was the ultimate resort 
to which the House must at no very 
distant date have recourse, if the evils of 
which they complained were to be 
remedied. Meanwhile, he appealed to 
right hon. Gentlemen to carry out the 
resolution of the Congested Districts 
Board of 1895, for unless compulsory 
powers were granted to the Board the 
Act would be a failure, and in the 
meanwhile he should vote for this 





apsomcery necessary that the right hon. | Motion. 


Geiitleman should coisider, in bringing in 
his amending Bill, whether he would not 
modify the section with regard to the 
zones and require some such security as 
had been suggested. 


With regard to the congested districts, 
one of the great objects of the Act being 
to relieve the congestion, it would be 
preposterous if the measure wholly failed 
in that respect. ‘There were landlords 
who had fine grazing lands on their hands 
and a number of tenants paying up to £10 
a year. They would be extremely glad 
to sell the mountainous parts of their 
estates at twenty-three or .twenty-four 
years purchase, pocket the bonus, and 


Mr, Hemphill. 


Mr, COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) re- 
minded the House that last session he 
was one of the small minority who 
opposed the passing of the Land Act, and 
if he required any justification or vindica- 
tion of the attitude he then took up 
it would be found in the speeches to 
which they had listened in the course of 
the debate. Only seven months had 
elapsed since the Act passed through 
the House. What had become of 
all the hopes and expectations that 
were then held out? Every prediction 
which the minority made, had been borne 
out by the facts. The hon. Member for 
North Leitrim had declared that the 
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Chief Secretary had not closed the door 
on the Irish land question. But last 
year the right hon. Gentleman said that 
he was closing the door for all time, and 
it was in that belief to a great extent 
that Members on the Government side of 
the House supported the Bill. What had 
been the effect of the measure on the 
price of land in Ireland? Previously the 
price was seventeen and a half years 
purchase ; it had now gone up to twenty- 
five or thirty years, and the hon. Member 
opposite had gone the length of saying 
that Ireland would have been better off 
without the Act unless it were amended. 
He had heard of an estate the landlord 
of which had always received his rents 
punctually and without reduction, 
and who had now obtained he did 
not know how many years purchase 
for it and a bonus of £240,000 in addition. 
What did the British taxpayer get in 
return for that? Absolutely nothing. 
Surely that was not a profitable bargain 
for the people of this country. Reference 
had been made to the congested districts 
and the evicted tenants, and it appeared 
that those questions were in the same acute 
stage as before the Act was passed. 
Further, the hon. Member had spoken of 
the free gift of £12,000,000 as a mere 
waste of public money. He sincerely 
hoped the British taxpayer would take 
note of those words. 


The opposition to the measure was based 
mainly on three grounds. The first was that 
the moment for making the demand was 
inopportune owing to the great strain of 
the war. The present price of Consols 
showed that the opposition on that point 
wes fully justified. The second ground 
of opposition was that the demand was not 
a final one, and that before long the Irish 
Members would come back wanting 
further legislation. On that ground also the 
opposition had been absolutely justified. 
The third groundof opposition was that 
the measure would not afford a final solu- 
tion and that it would not be considered asa 
final settlement of the questions between 
thiscountry and Ireland. The hon. Member 
for Waterford had always fairly and 
honestly taken up that position, but the 
same could not be said of the Chief 
Secretary, for the right hon. Gentleman 
had led the House to believe that they were 
approaching the period of the millenium 
so far as the Irish question was con- 
cerned, All that had now disappeared. 


{18 Fepruary 1904} 
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Even so far as the land question went 
they were now told that the Act could 
not be regarded as a solution of this 
question, The Chief Secretary had 
stated, by the way of consolation for hav- 
ing spent these £12,000,000 and guaran- 
teed a further £100,000,000, that the House 
had the satisfaction of knowing that they 
had done their duty. Perhaps they had, 
but was it not rather an expensive way of 
doing their duty? He only hoped that if 
the right hon. Gentleman on some future 
occasion wanted them to do their duty he 
would ask them to do it ata somewhat 
lower figure. In a recent speech the Chief 
Secretary had said that Ireland was en- 
titled to perfect equality of treatment with 
England. He had always been prepared 
to grant that, but he hadalways understood 
that Ireland enjoyed an excessive repre- 
sentation in the House of Commons, 
and that if there was any inequality 
it was against the British rather 
than the Irish people. They now 
wanted the Act amended. Last session 
he had urged the House not to pass 
the Act because, if they did, the Irish 
Members would be masters of the situa- 
tion. His view was not accepted, and all 
he would say to the Irish Members now 
was that they had the matter in their 
own hands, and could get what they 
liked from the Chief Secretary. Before 
the Act was passed the British Members 
were masters of the situation. That was 
the case no longer, and hon. Gentlemen 
opposite could get what they liked. If 
the Act had been a success and had 
removed the grievances complained of he 
and his friends would have felt that their 
opposition had been unjustified, but in 
the light of what had taken place he 
could only say that their action had been 
entirely vindicated. He did not wish to 
rake up any further controversy; he 
would therefore merely add that it must 
now be recognised—he thought the right 
hon. Gentleman himself must now recog- 
nise it—that the solution of the Irish land 
question would have to remain for some 
other Irish Secretary who was less 
sanguine, less visionary, less enthusiastic, 
but perhaps more practical, than the 
present occupant of that office. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.) expressed the hope that the Chief 
Secretary would be of the same opinion as 








303 King’s Speech (Afotion 


the hon. Member who had just spoken, with 
regard to the Irish Members getting the Act 
amended in the direction they desired. 
He believed that the Chief Secre- 
tary had done his best, as far as he 
was allowed, to remedy the great evils con- 
nected with the land question in Ireland, 


but, if they came to the House to ask for | 


the amendmentof the Actof last year, they 
did so because they knew Ireland better 
even than the right hon. Gentleman. 
The Irish tenants desired to give the 
fullest facilities for the working of the 
Act. The Irish Party as a whole did 
everything in their power to facilitate the 
passing of the measure through the 


House, and, when they went home to their | 


own country, they encouraged the tenants 
to give prices above what they had been 
accustomed to give in order to show that 
they were serious in their desire to bring 
about a settlement of the Irish land ques- 
tion. Last year they were told, when the 
Act was being passed, that it would help 
to divide up the grazing ranches in 
- Connaught among those who lived on the 
bogs and the mountains. They were told 
that the evicted tenants who had been 
suffering on the roadside for twenty or 
twenty-five years, would be restored to 
their holdings. Those who believed in 
compulsory purchase for the time being 
waived their plea for the enactment of 
powers to bring that about, in order 
to give the policy embodied in the Act 
an opportunity .of being tried. They 
had done everything they could to 
facilitate the policy. Had the landlords 
of Ireland striven honourably to facilitate 
the work of transferring the land to the 
people, and so to promote the pacification 
of the country ? It was evident to every 
man who had watched the course of events 
during the last six months that, instead 
of facilitating the work, they had done 
everything in their power to oppose it. 
During the past seventeen years while 
land purchase had been in operation, the 
average price in the congested portions 
of the country, where the land was poor, 
was thirteen and a quarter years purchase. 
In his own county, which was more than 
half congested, the average price was 
fifteen and a half years purchase. The 
hon. Member for South Tyrone had 
quoted the highest prices in those districts 
under the old Act, and he thought the 
figures must have surprised hon. Members 
who heard them. He would give the 


Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell. 


{COMMONS} 


| prices for his own district. Lord Lans- 
|downe, Lord Barrymore, and a number 





Sor an Address). 304 


of other landlords had sold their estates in 
Kerry at prices ranging from eleven to 
nineteen years purchase, the average 
being fifteen and a half years. These 
men got no bonus, and they had to pay 
the expenses of transfer. They had to 
accept payment in reduced land stock 
instead of cash. Tenants who lived next 
door to the men who had already pur- 
chased had approached their landlords 
asking them to sell. Lord Lansdowne, 
whose highest price for his best land wa: 
nineteen years purchase under the old 
Act, was now demanding twenty-five 
years purchase with the bonus under last 
year’s Act. Lord Kenmare had demanded 
something like the same price. He could 
give numerous examples of the same 
kind of demand made by landlords. In 
the face of these facts how could it be 
said that they had met the tenants or 
their representatives fairly in this matter. 
He said they had not, and if this Act 
was failing or breaking down it was 
not the fault of the Irish tenants, who 
had increased the market value of the 
land. It lay with the landlords who had 
insisted on demanding from the tenants 
prices which wereeconomically unfair. The 
transactions which had taken place under 
the Land Act should have fixed the price 
that might be considered the fair market 
value of the land. That price averaged 
seventeen years purchase on the rentals. 


It might be said that there was not a 
fair field in Ireland, and that the system of 
arriving at the market value was not the 
same as in other countries—that supply 
and demand did not work as in other 
countries. From the Report of the Agri- 
cultural Commission in 1897, it appeared 
that one of the most eminent authorities 
in this country—-Sir RobertGiffen—said 
that it was almost impossible for the land. 
lords of England to get eighteen years pur- 
chase on the then rentals, though in 1875 it 
was possible to get thirty years purchase 
on the then rentals. Though these 
rentals had been reduced in the inter- 
vening twenty years, it was almost 
impossible to get eighteen years purchase. 
In Ireland the landlords wanted twenty- 
five, twenty-eight, and thirty years 
purchase for the land, but if eighteen 
years purchase was sufficient for English 
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land, with the great facilities for send- 
ing produce to market and other 
advantages which farmers here had over 
those in Ireland, it was monstrous for 
any Irish landlord to ask thirty years 
purchase. He spoke for his own con- 
stituency when he said that, if the demand 
was continued, they would insist on 
putting a period to this hypocritical form 
of conciliation. The hon. Member, 
referring to the prices within the zones, 
said it was natural that when the Govern- 
ment said they regarded twenty-seven 
and a half years pu:chase as full and 
sufficient security, the landlords should 
go in for the highest figure the Govern- 
ment were prepared to accept. The 
Government were responsible for the 
raising of prices. Until that system 
was done away with, the landlords would 
continue to demand prices which it would 
be impossible to pay, and the final settle- 
ment of the Irish land question would be 
postponed. The hon. Member for South 
Tyrone, speaking for Ulster, said he would 
be content with the mean of the zones. 
Speaking for Munster, he himself would 
not be satisfied with that mean. 
What was meant by cheap money ? Was it 
cheap if the interest paid for his money 
by the farmer was not lower than the 
interest paid under the Act of 18967 He 
contended that when all the Treasury 
arrangements were unravelled it would be 
found that money was as dear under the 
present Act as under the old Acts of 
1891 and 1896. It was said that the 
landlords were entitled to have their 
present net income. What they were 
now asking was an amount of purchase 
money for their estates which, invested in 
absolutely safe securities, would bring in 
4 per cent., although trustees securities at 
the time of the Land Conference did not 
bring in .a rate of interest of 33 
per cent. He found from the report 
of the Agricultural Commission that 
the English and Scotch landlords only 
received GO per cent. of their gross rental, 
whereas the Irish landlords now deman- 
ded 90 per cent. 


*Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.) said that as 
he came from a constituency which 
would be more or less affected by the 
Amendment, he would hardly be doing his 
duty if he did not give his opinion of the 
case presented to the House by his hon. 
friend the Member for North Leitrim, and 
of the causes which had tended to render 
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the Act of last year to a great extent a 
failure. That Act, if it was ever to bea 
success, especially in Connaught, could only 
become so by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary accepting the recom- 
mendations contained in the Amendment 
now before the House. That was his 
opinion and that was the opinion of 
those competent to judge by the fullest 
knowledge and experience of the work- 
ing of the Act. He spoke from per- 
sonal knowledge of facts in his own 
constituency, when he said that the Act 
since it came into operation had been 
handicapped, and rendered practically in- 
operative, by the unreasonable attitude 
taken up by the great body of landlords 
from the first. They had refused to 
sell, at even any price, through 
the Estates Commissioners; and they 
had refused to sell to the tenants direct 
unless at prices which it would be abso- 
lutely impossible for them to pay. They 
refused to sell outside the zones, ignoring 
altogether the broad basis of years pur- 
chase on which the tenants were accus- 
tomed to buy their holdings under the 
Ashbourne and other Acts in the past. 
He knew landlords in his own county of 
Sligo who two years ago would have 
willingly sold their estates at twenty 
years purchase on second-term rentals. 
To-day these same gentlemen were de- 
manding prices which, with the bonus 
added, would mean thirty years purchase. 
Now, he respectfully asked, what had 
occurred in the meantime to enhance the 
value of land in Ireland? Nothing, in 
his humble judgment. On the contrary, 
land had depreciated in value in Ireland 
during the last two years, as anyone 
knew who had any experience of rural 
life in that country. Everyone would 
agree that the year 1903 had been 
one of the most disastrous which farmers 
in Ireland had experienced for a quarter 
of a century. 

And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, 
the debate stood adjourned till this 
Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


KING’S SPEECH (MOTION FOR AN 
ADDRESS). 
Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment [18th February] 
to Main Question [2nd February], “ That 
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an humble Address be presented to His 
Majesty, as followeth :— 


“ Most Gracious Sovereign,— 


“We your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, in 
Parliament assembled, beg leave to offer 
our humble thanks to Your Majesty for 
the Gracious Speech which Your Majesty 
has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.”—( Mr. Hardy.) 


Which Amendment was— 

“At the end of the Question to add the 
words, ‘But we humbly represent to Your 
Majesty that serious Amendments, including 
the abolition of the zones system, are required 
in the Irish Land Act of last year to prevent 
the ‘unjust inflation of the price of land in Ire- 
land; and that the powers possessed under that 
Act by the Estates Commissioners and the Con- 
gested Districts Board for the acquisition of 
untenanted lands are not sufficient to provide 
a remedy for the evils of congestion by the 
redistribution of the land among the population 
of the poor districts of the country, without 
which the Irish land question can never be 
settled; and that a power of compulsory pur- 
chase of untenanted lands such as the Congested 
Districts Board unanimously asked for in 1895 
should be conferred upon that body and upon 
the Estates Commissioners acting under the 
Land Act of 1903; and that provision should 
be made that sales in cases of congested estates 
under that Act should be made only to the 
Board or the Estates Commissioners.’ ”—(Mr. 
P. A. McHugh.) 


Question again proposed, “ That those 
words be there added.” 


*Mr. O’DOWD, continuing his speech, 
said that when the House adjourned he 
was mentioning the fact that last year 
was one of the most disastrous that Irish 
farmers had ever experienced, owing to 
the continuous floods during the summer 
and autumn. He spoke from personal 
knowledge, from his own vain endeavours 
to save his own crops. Yet it was at 
the close of such a year, with ruin and 
misery facing the impoverished farmers, 
that the landlords were endeavouring to 
impose their impossible conditions by 
asking such prices as compelled the 
tenants in despair to abandon the idea of 
negotiating with them altogether. Under 
such circumstances could it be wondered 
at that in many parts of Ireland the Act 
remained a dead letter ? Could the blame 
for such an unsatisfactory state of affairs 
be laid at the door of the tenants he would 
ask ? Unquestionably it couid not, Last 
November, when the Act came into 
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operation, after a most disastrous harvest ; 
with their rents falling due, and many in 
arrears, in the hope of having their rents 
and arrears either partially wiped out or 
included in the purchase-money should 
sales be eflected, the farmers were pre- 
pared to offer, and did offer, terms of 
a more than generous nature for the 
purchase of their holdings. They were 
met by the landlords with exorbitant 
and extravagant demands. Encouraged 
by the zones clause, which had undoubted- 
ly tended to inflate the value of land, and 
taking advantage of the tenants whose 
rents had fallen due, the landlords pressed 
for impossible prices, and, failing to secure 
them, prosecuted for the recovery of both 
rents and arrears. In consequence of 
that stand-and-deliver policy, most of the 
tenants in his constituency found them- 
selves in this position to-day, that having 
had to pay their rents and arrears, they 


were in no hurry now, and_ were 
not wishful, at present, to reopen 
negotiations until a_ better spirit 


was displayed. It appeared to him that 
the landlords had entered into a com- 
bination to deliberately defeat the aims 
and objects of the Land Act. The Estates 
Commissioners, the supreme authority 
charged by Parliament with the adminis- 
tration of this Act, had been boycotted by 
them. The reason for this was easy to find. 
When the House voted £12,000,000 last 
year in the shape of a bonus, all parties 
honestly intended that that immense sum 
should go a long way towards settling the 
agrarian question. They intended that 
it should have the effect of bridging the 
gulf between the landlords’ dentend and 
the tenants’ offer, and of facilitating pur- 
chase bargains on a fair basis. It should 
be remembered also that several other 
bonuses were secured to the landlord 
under the Act of last year. First, there 
was the bonus of 12 per cent. difference 
between the value of cash and land stock ; 
and secondly, the value of the permission 
to sell demesnes to the State and to re- 
buy them on the same terms as ordinary 
tenants ; and thirdly, in the matter of the 
costs of sale, which were now borne by 
the Estate. It might have been supposed 
that with all these bonuses or bribes 
dangling before his eyes, the landlord 
could be brought to act in some kind of a 
reasonable spirit, but there seemed to be 
no place in his heart for either reason or 
justice. His idea of reason and justice 
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seemed to be to pocket the bonuses and 
add seven or eight years purchase to the 

ice of the estate. In the face of these 

ts it was clear that the zones system 
should be abolished, and that, pending 
compulsion, which was bound to come, all 
future sales should be made independent 
of the landlords, and only through the 
Estates Commissioners or the Congested 
Districts Board. 


In regard to the question of con- 
gestion in the West, and the solu- 
tion of the Western problem generally, 
he could reiterate what was stated in this 
House from these benches last July 
when the clauses of the Land Bil] 
relating to the congested  dis- 
tricts were under discussion. Unless 
some popular representation was intro- 
duced into the constitution of the Con- 
gested Districts Board, and additional 
powers given to that body and to the 
Estates Commissioners to acquire land 
compulsorily for those having no farms 
and those occupying uneconomic holdings, 
emigration could not be stopped, and the 
land problem, so far as the West was con- 
cerned, would still remain unsolved. What 
was going on even now in the West ! 
In a portion of his own constituency, 
scheduled as a congested district, a large 
grazing farm, which had hitherto been let 
annually to the small tenants surrounding 
it for grazing purposes had been sold, 
not to the tenants surrounding it, but to a 
neighbouring landlord who, besides being a 
notorious disturber of the peace in that 
part of the ‘country for years, held large 
estates and large grazing farms already 
in Sligo and in Galway. In another 
¢asé & gamekeeper had been placed on 
a large farm in the congested district of 
Aclare. That stranger, without a penny 
in his pocket, had been advanced public 
money to purchase out a ranche which 
should be divided among the people. In 
another part of his constituency there 
was an estate in the Land Judge’s Court 
which contained a large grazing tract 
surrounded by small holdings, which 
should have’ been used in all justice for 
the enlargement of those holdings. But 
no; it had been given to a speculating 
land-jobber. Those were the men to be 
bolstered up, to the exclusion of those 
who had no land, and these three men, 
Mr. Fhibbs, of Chaffpool ; Mr. Perdon, of 
Aclare; and Mr. McDermott, of Knoc- 
allassa, whose cases I have mentioned, 
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have been a source of trouble to the 
Government for years. They are a 
source of expense tothe Treasury just now, 
for I suppose the cost of extra expenditure 
incurred mainly in their account must 
now be borne by the Treasury, seeing 
that payment of it has been successfully 
resisted by the Sligo County Council. } 


In Sligo, out of 13,400 holdings, 3,500, 
orover 25 per cent., were valued 
at £4 and under, while there was 
75 per cent. of the whole valued at £10 
or under. In Connaught there were about 
12,000 migratory labourers who had not 
as much land as would sod a lark, whilst 
there were 1,000,000 acres in the heart 
of the province in the hands of the land- 
jobbers. The circumstances of Con- 
naught differed from those of other 
provinces, for there they had the rich 
plains in the hands of the few, while the 
masses of the population were huddled 
together on bleak mountain slopes and 
patches of reclaimed moor. If, the right 
hon. Gentleman wished to solve these 
questions he would have to abolish the 
zones and insert in an amending Bill a 
clause giving compulsory powers to the 
Congested Districts Board and the Estates 
Commissioners for the acquirement of 
the waste lands of the west for distribu- 
tion among the people. In that way, and 
in that way only, could the western pro- 
blem be satisfactorily solved, and peace 
and contentment brought to the masses 
of the population in Ireland, who had too. 
long been the victims of felonious land- 
lordism and British misgovernment. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) regretted that 
the hon. Member for Stoke was not in 
his place, as he had constituted himself the 
champion of the British taxpayers, who 
was likely to suffer unless the Amend- 
ment of his hon. friend were carried. 
In this debate the Irish Members did not 
come forward with alacrity, but rather in 
sorrow, to point out that an Act a little 
more than three months old had fallen far 
short of the intentions of the Government, 
and, so far as the Irish people were con- 
cerned, had been an absolute failure. 
Three months ago the hearts of the Irish 
people beat high with hope, and they 
congratulated each other on the fact that 
a better era was opening for the country, 
and that the great industry of Ireland, 
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-agriculture, wasin avery good way of being 
Setiled, and that the country might 
reasonably look forward to a period of 
pence and prosperity. To a very large 
extent all these hopes had been dispelled. 
No one who knew the condition of things 
in Ireland and had followed what had 
passed since last autumn could come to 
any other conclusion than that the Act 
‘was a dead letter and a failure. The 
tenants had been quite content to see 
this enormous bonus of £12,000,000 
from the Treasury pass entirely into 
the hands of the landlords ; they bad been 
quite content that the landlord classes 
should have all the advantages of this 
great Act; nay, more, they had offered 
more than the average prices as ascer- 
tained by the Ashbourne Act, and yet 
the question was as far as ever it was 
from a settlement. He rose to express 
his surprise that the Chief Secretary had 
not seen his way to put the House into 
possession of the fullest information with 
regard to his Amending Bill, and with 
regard to the land question. The hon. 
Member for Leitrim had asked for a 
Return showing the number of purchases 
transacted under the Act of last year, 
yet up to the present, although it had 
been worked out that a clerk could easily 
get that information in a few hours, it 
fhad not been given. Why had that 
information not been given? Was the 
right hon. Gentleman afraid that it 
would not indicate such a condition of 
things that the Irish taxpayers and the 
British taxpayers generally would view 
without great alarm? When he heard 
the appalling figures quoted by the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone as the number 
of years purchase he could not but feel 
that the tenants had gone too far in 
their endeavour to make the Act a suc- 
«ess. He could not congratulate the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone on the advice 
he had given to the tenants to pay this 
excessive price for the landlords’ interest 
in the land. What was the landlords’ 
interest in the land? Judge Madden, 
-when Attorney-General years ago, stated 
that at the present moment the tenant 
owned half the interest of the holding. 
Then what was the tenant buying now 
under this Act ? He was buying the land- 
lord’s interest, which was only half the 
interest of the holding, and yet paying 
# wenty-four,twenty-six, and twenty-eight, 
M . Flynn. 
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and even thirty years purchase, and over 
all this a bonus was to be given to the 
landlord. In all the annals of extortiona 
case could not be found to compare with 
this. There was a very grave and serious 
danger to the tenants if this sort of thing 
was allowed to go on, and also to the 
Empire, because it must not be for- 
gotten that the reproductive fund was 
pledged up to the hilt, and was liable to 
make good the difference between the 
£100 cash which the landlord got for 
every £100 worth of land he sold and 
the price of the land stock, so that the 
entire Irish people were deeply concerned 
in this matter. 


But it had been pointed out by the 
hon. Member for Stoke that in the 
last resource the general taxpayer might 
be called upon to pay the advance in 
order that the landlords, at the close 
of a bad year, might extort from the 
tenant far more than the value of his 
land. That was a very grave and serious 
condition of things. It had been pointed 
out that the average price under the 
Ashbourne Act was seventeen and a half 
years purchase on what was called first- 
term rents. The first-term rents were 
supposed to be the net value of the lands 
at the time of sale. The second-term 
rents in their turn also became the 
measure of the test of the value of the 
land, and on that was based the calcula- 
tion on which, under the Ashbourne Acts, 
purchases were made all over the country 
at seventeen and a half years purchase 
on first-term rents, yet under this Act 
the landlords wanted twenty-four, twenty- 
five and twenty-six years purchase on 
the second-term rents. In his part of 
the country they were asking twenty- 
four, twenty-five, and twenty-six years 
purchase on the first-term rents, second- 
term rents not having been fixed. It 
really came to this, that where land had 
declined in value, and the actual produc- 
tion of agricultural produce and stock 
had largely decreased — at times like 
that the landlords were asking from 
40 to 75 per cent. more than 
was paid under the Ashbourne Acts exelu- 
sive of the bonus. That must prove to 
the satisfaction of the House that the 
landlords were not anxious to see this 
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measure passed, or, in fact, to bring social | holding on a bog or mountain valued at 


jaw and order into Ireland. 


It was pointed out that the zones system 
would be availed of in order to make the 
snes minimum practically the basis of 
sale all over the country. That view was 
proved to be accurate. In his opinion 
unless the Act were amended it would 
prove a curse rather than a blessing to 
the people of Ireland. It should be re- 
membered that under previous Acts, 
owing to one cause or another, a certain 
amount of land came into the market year 
after year, which the tenants were able 
to buy at reasonable prices. Now, no 
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only £6 or £7% The tenant would only 


/exchange one condition of misery for 


landlord would think of selling at Ash- | 


bourne prices ; and therefore if the Act 
were not amended the last state of things 
would be worse than the first. The other 
point insisted upon in the Amendment 
was that inspection was required for the 
protection of the British as well as the 
Irish taxpayer. There was no doubt that 
astute landlords and agents, dealing with an 
ignorant and over-anxious tenantry, were 


driving the tenants into improvident bar- | 


gains which they would not be able to fulfil 
if there were a recurrence of a few more 
years like the last year. That was a very 
serious condition of things ; and therefore 
the power of inspection should be revived 
for the protection of the tenants as well as 
of the general public. It sounded ironical 
that with a fall in the value of agrieultural 
produce there should be an unnatural in- 


crease in the price of land, and that at a_ 


time of falling prices and great depression 


they should have a powerful landlord | 


combination pressing for exorbitant prices. 
That situation could only be met by the 
Chief Secretary taking his courage in 
both hands and amending the Act. 


Then with reference to the congested 
districts, their condition was one of the 
most appalling features in the failure of 
the Act. The examples which had been 
given by his hon. friend who had just 
spoken would almost seem to be incon- 
eceivable. The Act was passed for the 
alleviation of poverty and misery, and one 
of its main features was the division of the 
large grazing tracts in the west of Ireland. 
The result now appeared to be that 
those grazing tracts were to be retained 
in the hands of the landlords and graziers, 
and that the destitution of the poor 
people for whom the Act was passed was 
to be perennial. What was the use of 


another ; and instead of being a wretched 
tenant he would become an occupier who. 
would not be able to work out a position 
of comfort for himself or his family. The 
Chief Secretary, in introducing the Bill, 
said that they wanted to secure for the 
occupier an economic holding on which he 
could maintain his family and himself. 
He added that they ought to begin to 
build up the agrarian situation in Ireland 
from the bottom, and that he had no 
doubt that untenanted land would be 
freely offered for sale. The right hon. 
Gentleman did not believe that any man 
with bowels of compassion could act in the 
arbitrary fashion in which certain landlords 
were acting in Ireland. On the estate of 
the O’Connor Don 104 holdings were 
valued at less than £4, and on the Rock- 
ingham estate there were hundreds of 
holdings valued at less than £5; the 
grass lands were being retained by the 
landlords, and the mountain tenants were 
being asked to become owners of their 
uneconomic holdings at exorbitant prices. 
He did not think that the Estates Commis. 
sioners should be empowered to sanction 
any advance in such circumstances, and 
that it should be made clear that the 
bonus would be paid on the sale of un- 
tenanted land if the land were sold for 
general subdivision. He could not help 
contrasting the fears and anxious anticipa- 


_ tions of the Irish people at the present time 


with the hopes they entertained when the 
Bill was passed through Committee. 


With reference to the evicted tenants, 
the Chief Secretary would admit that he 
got every possible assistance from the Irish 
Members in improving and extending the 
clauses concerning them; but, with the 
exception of the Coolgraney evicted 


. tenants, nothing had been done all over 


the country to restore them. Hope 
deferred maketh the heart sick; the 
evicted tenants were anxious to return 
to a life of industry, and it was pitiable 
to find that this great Act—and it would 
be a great Act if it were properly 
administered—an Act which was passed 
with the co-operation of all Parties in 
this House, should be blocked and marred 


'by the cupidity of a short-sighted class 


in Ireland. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 


advancing money to purchase a wretched | said he only desired to say that urban: 
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districts in Ireland had an almost equal 
interest in this Act with the agricultural 


districts, because both the urban and the | 
cabins which the people were obliged to 


agricultural districts were inter-depend- 
ent. They could not have prosperous 


cities unless the country were also pros- 


perous ; and he, therefore, as one of the 
Members for Dublin, wished to make it 
quite clear that the urban constituencies 
were quite as much interested in the 
successful working of the Act as were 
the agricultural constituencies. The 
history of Ireland showed that ever since 
the British obtained possession of the 
country and introduced landlordism, the 
land system was at the root of every 
Irish evil. And yet when a Motion was 
introduced by hon. Members from Ireland, 
who really represented the aspirations of 
the Irish people, to amend the Land Act, 
they found the Conservative Benches and 
the Liberal Benches empty, and they also 
found an absence of that sympathetic 
attention which they were bound to 
receive from a Government which insisted 
on governing the country against the will 
of its inhabitants. The matter was one 
which would affect the whole future of 
Ireland, and the Irish Members were 
entitled to claim the attention of the 
Government ; because unless real busi- 
ness-like attention was given to the 
matter the Land Act would undoubtedly 
be a failure. It was an extraordinary 
fact that the land of Ireland had been 
cleared of its inhabitants in order that 
live-stock might be produced mainly for 
consumption in the English market. A 
traveller in Belgium would imagine that 
there were no sheep or cattle in the 
country, but as a matter of fact Belgium 
carried three times as many cattle per 
acre as Ireland where the country was 


cleared in order to make room for 
eattle. Would the right hon. Gentlemen 
on the ‘Treasury Bench who were 


political economists now take note of 
that economic argument! He had an 
intimate acquaintance with the congested 
districts in the West of Ireland and had 
driven through them all with Lord Mayor 
Tallon. He himself was not supposed to 
be one who was identified with the land | 
war, and he never had the distinction of | 


being in prison, but it was not his fault. | the land question. 
te aa bond Gentleman was going to deal with 


| the question of the bonus, in which the 
| tenant had no interest. 


He was named as a suspect under the 
régime of Mr. Forster, and he, with twelve 
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‘as a testimony to their capacity. If any 
' English Member visited the West of 


Ireland and saw the hovels and mud 


inhabit they would undoubtedly return 
with a different idea of British adminis- 
tration. They would find in the West all 
the rich land was monopolised by 
graziers and that the poor people were 
driven to the bogs, to the edges of the 
sea, or up the mountains. he land 
was created for the people, but apparently 
the British Government could not re- 
concile that doctrine in Ireland. The 
result was congestion. It was absolutely 
impossible for people who lived on small 
farms to exist in comfort. He hoped the 
Government, who insisted on governing 
Ireland against the wishes of the majority 
of its inhabitants, would recognise its 
responsibility in this matter. Mr. John 
Stuart Mill said that a Government 
which compelled the majority of the 
inhabitants of a country to leave their 
country because they could not exist in 
it, stood condemned in the eyes of the 
civilised world. He thought that John 
Stuart Mill was an authority which the 
Government should respect. He trusted 
the result of the debate would be to 
draw from either the Chief Secretary or 
the Attorney-General an intimation of the 
intention to pay respect to the suggestion 
made from the National Benches, so that 
the Land Act of last session, which was 
hailed with acclamation from all parts of 
the House, might have its intentions ful- 
filled, and thereby lay the foundation 
for a prosperous and contented Irish 
nation. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.) com- 
mented on the absence of representatives 
of the Irish landlords, and attributed it to 
the fact that they had the fullest con- 
fidence and faith that the Government 
would protect their interests in that 
debate. They had indeed every reason 
to be so satisfied in view of the statement 
of the Chief Secretary that he pro- 
posed to introduce a short Bill to 
remedy certain defects in the Land Act, 
although he did not propose to re-open 
Evidently the right 


He ventured to 


other individuals, built houses on the De say that if the right hon. Gentleman was 
Freyne estate, which remained there still | going to confine himself to action in the 


Mr. Field. 
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interests of the landlords alone he might | 
‘ust as well leave the Bill as it stood. 
hy were they discussing that Bill that 
night ? Simply because during the passing 
of the Bill the right hon. Gentleman 
declined to accept the views of the re- 
presentatives of Ireland, who knew how 
necessary it was and how beneficial it 
would be to settle the land question. 
He would accept none of their Amend- 
ments ; he would not listen to their warn- 
ings ; he dismissed them with his beauti- 
ful smile and a gracious waving of the 
hand, and he led them to believe that 
the landlords would be perfectly willing 
to join in his conciliation policy ; that the 
land proprietors would be most eager to 
rush the cases through the Court, and 
that all sections would co-operate in 
making the Bill a success. That, too, 
was the view which was first obtained in 
ireland as a result of the debates in that 
House. That continued until the land- 
lords’ week in August—the Horse Show 
week—the week when the landlords and 
their agents assembled to discuss matters 
in the Kildare Street Club, Dublin. 
Immediately after that event a deliberate 
attempt was made to thwart the working 
of the Bill, and it was said—although he 
could not vouch for the accuracy of the 
statement—that the law officers of the 
Crown had a finger in the pie. Now 
writs and processes were being issued, 
evictions were threatened, and in almost 
every case in which the tenants had gone 
into Court and got fair rents fixed, 
appeals had been forced on them by the 
landlords—even where the reduction had 
not amounted to more than 3d. or 4d. 
per acre, the object of this action being, 
of course, to intimidate tenants from going 
into Court at all. Clearly after this 
meeting in Dublin, to which he had re- 
ferred, the mask was thrown off and war 
was declared by the landlord party. 
There was a body known as the Irish 
Land Agents’ Association—otherwise the 
Institution of Surveyors—in Dublin, the 
members of which had entered into a 
combination among themselves to try and 
defeat and thwart the Bill in every possible 
way. The policemen of the right hon. 
Gentleman were now on their best be- 
haviour; they had given over batoning and 
bludgeoning in order to find out what the 
Nationalist organisation was doing, and 
what prices the tenants were inclined to 
take for their land. Perhaps, in view of 
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that, the Chief Secretary would also 
inquire what the members of the 
Institute of Surveyors were doing in the 
matter of intimidation. He remembered 
very well when, during the debates, 
the hon. Member for East Mayo declared 
that the provisions of a certain clause 
would enable the landlords to coerce’ the 
tenants into paying exorbitant prices, the 
hon. and learned Member for York 
declared that the tryanny was all on the 
side of the tenants. Events had 
however, completely falsified that 
prophecy, and the landlords and agents 
were using that very clause to coerce the 
tenants into making unreasonable and 
improvident bargains and into paying, 
unjust prices. 

The Bill was piloted through the 
House of Lords by three Members 
of the then Cabinet—The Duke of 
Devonshire, the Marquess of Lansdowne, 
and Lord Londonderry. What had those 
noble Lords—each of whom possessed 
large estates in Ireland—done to give 
practical effect to the Bill? The Duke of 
Devonshire had modestly asked his 
tenants for 26} years purchase, exclusive 
of the bonus! Lord Londonderry had made 
no move, and Lord Lansdowne had more 
evicted tenants on his estate than any 
otherman. Surely, ifthe Government had 
been sincere in the professions of a spirit 
of conciliation in passing the Bill, they 
would have taken steps to secure that 
Members of their own body gave a lead 
to the rest of the landlords of 
Ireland. He would like to give one 
or two other instances of the working 
ofthe Act. One landlord whom he knew 
offered in 1902 to sell the best of his pro- 
perty at twenty years purchase. Now he 
offered to sell the worst at 26} years 
purchase. Another in 1896-7 offered to 
sell at eighteen years purchase; in 1993 
he asked twenty-five years. Another 
some years ago offered to sell at twenty- 
two years, and an inspector of the Land 
Commission refused to sanction the sale 
because the price was exorbitant; that 
landlord was now asking 26} years 
purchase, with three years bonus. Some 
satisfactory bargains had no doubt been 


‘completed, but in those cases the land- 


lords had negotiated directly with the 
tenants and had allowed no agents or 
other interlopers to interfere. He re- 
peated that there was a most deliberate 
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conspiracy in Ireland to thwart the 
Bill—from the Land Judges down to—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must not attack the 
Judges. 


Mr. CULLINAN said he simply wished 
to point out that the Receivers of 
the Court were doing everything they 
possibly could to defeat the Bill, and until 
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they distinctly said that, even if this Bill 
proved as successful as they all hoped it 
would, it could not possibly settle the 
Irish question, and, as far as the land 
question was concerned, they also safe- 
guarded themselves by stating that in 
the absence, of compulsion in the West of 
Ireland, and in the absence of other 
Amendments they considered essential, 
they did not think it possible that this 





Bill could provide a complete and final 


the right hon. Gentleman put his foot | settlement of that question. Equally 
down on such conduct the measure would | absurd was the hon. Gentleman’s re- 
not work satisfactorily. If farmers, under | presentation of their present action. He 
the thumb of rack-renting landlords, seemed to think they had come to the 
found that thousands of their neighbours | House that night to say that the whole 
were more fortunately placed, because | of this Act, after three months working, 
they had been able to purchase theirhold- | had proved already a complete and 
ings at fair and reasonable prices, the right | ridiculous failure. That was not their 
hon. Gentleman must not be paar if position at all. Their position was be- 
they followed the example of the Govern- | tween the two, and it was a perfectly 
ment and adopted a policy of retaliation. | reasonable one in view of what had 
If they did he for one would give them | occurred. Let hia read two or three 


his most strenuous support. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he was 
anxious, before the Chief Secretary re- 
plied, to address two or three questions 
to him. He did not propose to make a 
speech, for several reasons. One was 
that time was short and he did not want 
to stand between the House and his 
colleagues who wished to speak; and 


further than that he did not think it was | 


necessary for him to attempt to put 


their case before the Government, because | 


it was put before them with great 
lucidity, ability, and completeness by 
the hon. Member for Leitrim, who 
opened the debate, and if the Chief 
Secretary heard that speech, then he 
was in possession of what their case was. 
He was anxious before the right hon. 
Gentleman spoke to address two or three 
questions to him; but first he wished to 
make one or two preliminary observations 
of a general character. Ifhe might sayso 
without disrespect, he never heard a 


more absurd speech than that of the | 


hon. Member for Stoke. That hon. 


Member went upon the supposition that | 
the Irish Members claimed this Bill last | 


year as a complete and final settlement, 


words he used on the Third Reading of the 
| Bill just to show the absurdity of the 
| position taken up by the hon. Member 
‘for Stoke. He said— 


“In the first place let me say at once that it 
is not our Bill; it is the Bill of the Govern- 
ment, and the main responsibility for it rests 
not upon us, but upon the Government. I 
must point out that the Report of the Land 
Conference has not been accepted by the 
Government in its entirety, and this Bill does 
not represent the Conference Report 
in some essential particulars, but overrides 
that Report, and therefore I am justified in 
saying this is not our Bill, but yours, and that 
the responsibility is not ours, but yours. Since 
the Bill has been introduced, the Irish Members 
have done their best to mould it into a shape 
by which they believe it will go a long way to 
settle the land question, and, I believe, so far 
as they have been able to amend it, it will go a 
long way; but in whatever particular it is 
disappointing, it will be found upon the refusal 
of the direct advice of the Irish Members.” 


This was the position in which they 
stood with reference to this Bill. On 
the other hand they never for a moment 
suggested that this Bill provided a com- 
plete settlement even of the land ques- 
tion; and they did not come to the 
House—it would be a ridiculous thing 
to do—and say after three months trial 
lof the Bill that it was an absolute 





not only of the land question, but also | failure and had proved worthless. His 
of the Irish question. Well, of course, | view of this Act had not undergone the 
it was in the recollection of the House | slightest change. There were certain 
that they did nothing of the kind. It was | drawbacks to its working and defects, 
within the recollection of the House that | but, speaking broadly, his opinion had 


Mr. Cullinen. 
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never changed ; it _ = es to-day | second question was— Would that Bill pro- 
what it was when the Bill was passed. | vide a remedy for all those things that 
That is, that he believed it wasa measure | were in doubt at the present time They 
which, when properly amended, as in his had been told that it would provide a 
opinion it was certain to be, would | remedy for the defect disclosed in the 
eventually lead to the abolition of land- | judgment of Mr. Justice Ross with refer- 
jordism in Ireland. He regarded it _as ence to the payment of the bonus to the 
a great measure because it was a measure | tenant for life. But that was not the 
which enacted the abolition of landlord- | most serious defect which had been dis- 
ism ; it provided the necessary means for | covered. He regarded the settlement 
that purpose and the machinery for the on the congested estates as the most 
restoration of the evicted tenants; and | important part of the Bill, and he wanted 
under those circumstances he said that | to ask whether the amending Bill would 





hisfopinion of the measure remained to- 
day what it was when it was passed. 
Unexpected defects had arisen, and these | 
defects were of a very serious character. 
He was of opinion if those defects were 
not remedied they would practically 
block the working of this Act. Apart 
from that altogether, the process of 
bargaining had proved more painful and 
slow than any of them anticipated. He 
for his part in that respect was greatly 
disappointed. He was bound to say 
that his experience of the working of the 
Act led him to believe that all the 
reasonableness had been, so far, upon 
the side of the tenants, and that the un- 
reasonable attitude had in most cases 
been on the side of the landlords, and 
that the responsibility rested with | 
them for the friction that had arisen 
and the delay which was taking place 
in the bargaining, owing to the excessive 
prices which were undoubtedly being | 
asked by large numbers of landlords all 
over the country. Still, in spite of all 
that, if they could look ahead ten or, 
fifteen years, he was convinced they | 
would find the Act amended, as of course | 


it would be long before then—working | 


satisfactorily, putting an end to land- 
lordism and changing tenants into small | 
owners. He desired to ask the right hon. | 
Gentleman some practical questions. | 
He had told them he was going to intro- | 
duce an amending Bill. When would | 


that Bill be brought in ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Early. | 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND hoped it would 
be very early. He hoped it would not 
be postponed, as the introduction of the 
Bill last year was postponed, till just 
before the Easter recess. They were 
entitled to have this Bill at once. The 
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set at rest the doubt that had arisen 
with reference to the powers of the 
Estates Commissioners in definition of 
estates, because it was commonly reported 
in Dublin that the law officers had given 
an opinion to the effect that where a 
landlord sold direct to his tenant all 
holdings on his property and brought 
them up to the Estates Commissioners 
to have the sale sanctioned, the Com- 
missioners would be bound to treat that 
as an estate and pass and approve the 
transaction, even though the landlord 
owned large tracts of grazing land which 
he refused to sell. There was the most 


| widespread misgiving on the point in 


Ireland. If it should turn out to be true 
it would absolutely ruin the value of 
the Bill in the West of Ireland. The 


sale of the holdings without the grazing 


land so far from being a benefit, would be 
a curse. Doubt had arisen upon another 
point, with reference to payment of the 
bonus in the case of the sale of certain 
untenanted lands to the Commissioners. 
There was no doubt that where a landlord 
sold both the tenanted and untenanted 
portions of his estate, the bonus might 
be paid on the untenanted land, but 
he wanted to know whether, where the 
landlord sold only the untenanted land 
without any of the holdings, the right 
hon. Gentleman had been advised that 
the bonus could not be paid. He need 
not point out what a serious thing that 
would be. Would the Bill be in such 
a form as would enable Irish Members 
to raise, by way of Amendment or new 
clause, such questions as compulsion for 
the congested districts—the constituents 
of the Congested Districts Board—and 
the zones? The Chief Secretary the 
other night seemed to be of opinion that 
by some ingenious device he might, so 
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contruct the Bill as to prevent the possi- 
bility of them raising any questions 
except those narrow points that he 
desired to amend himself. He urged the 
right hon. Gentleman not to take that 
course. By suggesting these Amend- 
ments they would not want to reopen 
the whole Irish land question. They 
wanted to concentrate themselves upon 
two or three of these important questions. 
It would be most unwise to attempt by 
any ingenious device to confine the 
debate to the two or three points which 
the right hon. Gentleman had mentioned. 
To hint even at interfering with the 
passage of the amending Bill was a 
serious thing; but Irish Members took 
such a serious view of these other defects, 
believing that unless they are dealt with 
the Bill for years to come would be a 
failure in the congested districts, that he 
felt bound to tell the right hon. Gentle- 
man that if he attempted to confine his 
measure to these questions they would 
feel it their duty in the interests generally 
of%the tenants to see that no measure 
of that kind for the relief of one particular 
class of the landlords was allowed to pass 
unless they had a fair opportunity of 
raising all those other points which they 


{COMMONS} 





considered to be of the utmost importance. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that the hon. | 
Member for Stoke-upon-Trent was mis- | 
taken in supposing that he or the hon. | 
and learned Member for Waterford or 
the Prime Minister or anyone else had 
asserted that the passing of the Land 
Act of last year would settle all questions 
of controversy between this country 
and Ireland. 


Mr. COGHILL: It was certainly ac- 
cepted in that belief by the great bulk of 
Members on this side of the House. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said the two occasions 
when such declarations might be expected 
to have been made were the Second Read- 
ing and the Third Reading. On the 
Second Reading he said— 

““We are asked, Will you settle the land 
question—will you settle the Irish question ? 
Sir, I do not know.” 

And the Prime Minister on the Third Read- 
ing said— 

“A settlement of the Irish land question 
makes it far more probable that we should be 





Mr. John Redmond. 
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able to discuss and consider the many questions 
—constitutional, political, and religious, racial 
and ?financial—upon which, in the past, dis- 
cussion has been so acrimonious, with a chance 
of an unbiassed mind.” 


The hon. and learned Member for Water- 
ford had asked when they would introduce 
the amending Bill. At the earliest 
possible moment, and subject only to 
financial obligations and Imperial neces- 
sities. He had no reason to believe that 
the Bill would be introduced at a late date. 
A second question asked was, Would it pro- 
vide a remedy for all the alleged ambigui- 
ties?—that was the phrase he chose, 
because there had been an amount of 
rumour and gossip in Ireland which 
certainly exceeded his anticipation. He 
did not complain, for if they attempted 
to settle the land question by a loan of 
£100,000,000 and a grant of £12,000,000, 
thus affecting the interests, not only of 
the landlord, but of the tenant, naturally 
everybody would speculate as to whether 


things had been definitely and con- 
clusively decided. Therefore he could 
not quite answer that question. His 


view was that he ought to decide 
in an amending Bill all the alleged 
ambiguities which he thought could 
reasonably occur to any sensible man in 
the country. If he were to attempt in an 
amending Bill to settle all the ambiguities 
which had been suggested it would be 
almost as long as the original Act. He 
was asked, Was there any doubt of the 
powers of the Estates Commissioners to 
define an estate? On the whole he thought 
not, but there might be ambiguity in 
some directions. The same question was 
put to him by the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone, who asked whether, if a landlord 
with a number of uneconomic holdings, 
who was also in possession of a large 
amount of untenanted land, submitted 
bargain for the sale of the tenanted land 
to the’ Estates Commissioners, were they 
bound to define it as an estate ? He said 
clearly they were not. He had not a 
shadow of doubt on that point. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that would 
remove a great difficulty. 


Mr. CULLINAN : They are not bound 
to, but may they ? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM : There is no ambigu- 
ity in this Act which would prevent them 
from exercising the discretionary powers 
vested in them under this Act. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : It is in their dis- 


rretion. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Certainly. There 
was not a shadow of doubt on his 
mind, and that was a point which 
he did not think need be dealt with. If, 
however, he was advised that there were 
doubts which ought to be allayed, that 
would be another matter. He had no 
doubt himself that the Commissioners 
were not bound to pass such an estate, and 
if they did their duties under the Act they 
would be bound in such a case to represent 
that a certain amount ofjuntenanted land 
should be put into the pool. It must bea 
matter of discretion. ‘The amount of 
available untenanted land varied in 
different parts of Ireland, and it would-be 
unfair to penalise a landlord or his tenant 
if the former had not the necessary un- 
tenanted land at his disposal. It would 
then be the duty of the Estates Commis- 
sioners to endeavour, by purchasing un- 
tenanted land elsewhere, to remedy this 
economic defect. The greatest tribute he 
had ever received was the assumption 
which appeared to have been made that 
this Act ought to have settled the whole of 
the difficulties in three months. Of course 
that was quite absura. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman had not received 
legal opinion to the effect that the Com- 
missioners would be bound in sucha case 
to accept the untenanted land as an estate. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said he must be 
excused from going into the advice which 
might or ‘might not have been given 
him by the law officers. He had, how- 
ever unguardedly given him a nega- 
tive answer on the point he had raised. 
The next specific question was whether 
the bonus’ would be paid on untenanted 
land which was sold with tenanted land. 
That could be done in his opinion, but 
there was'a doubt which ought to be re- 
moved. Then came the question whether 
the amending’ Bill would be drawn in 
such a form as to enable or facilitate the 
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raising of all the points referred to in the 
Amendment now before the House. For 
the reasons he would presently submit, he 
thought that would be a mistake, and he 
did not propose to draft the Bill in that 
form. Turning to the Amendment before 
the House he thought the ground had 
been fully covered by the lucid speech 
of the mover, so that it would be well to 
follow the points as raised by the hon. 
Member. The first was that it might 
be considered inopportune and unneces- 
sary to bring forward this Amendment, 
seeing that the Act had been in operation 
only three months. He thought it was 
unnecessary because he doubted whether 
the suggested Amendments would acce- 
lerate the pace or diminish the cost of the 
working of the Act. As to its being in- 
opportune it was inopportune in the 
sense that three months was a very short 
period in the life of such an Act and that 
the experimental stage could not be said 
to be over. But from another point of 
view it was by no means inopportune. 
He welcomed the opportunity of saying 
what had been happening under the Act. 
Great interest was evidenced in England 
in regard to the matter, as was shown by 
the fact that in the same week one gentle- 
man assured him the Act was working 
at such a pace that a demand for 
£50,000,000 in one year would be irre- 
sistible, and another declared that the 
transactions were so impeded that the 
country was on the verge of a period of 
agrarian discontent comparable with 
that which all remembered and deplored. 
The fact that such extremes of opinion 
were held showed there was need 
of guidance. The mover of the Amend- 
ment had stated that the intention of 
Parliament was that there should be a 
transfer of land to the occupiers on terms 
fair to both landlord and tenant, that 
the evicted tenants should be dealt with, 
and a cure found for congestion. Well, 
there had been some 3,000 holdings sold 
for £1,500,000 ; that was on the average 
£500 a holding, and that did not suggest 

that the Act was being used merely to 

assist the purchase of large farms by 

comparatively opulent men. He ex- 

pressed his regret that he was not able 

to supply Mr. Redmond with statis- 

tical information. He was only able to 

approach him with meagre information. 





He had a decided opinion that he ought 
L 2 
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missioners to forego their arduous ad- 
ministrative labours in order to supply 
him witha debating case upon the Address. 
The hon. Member’s argument was that 
the value of land was going down in Ire- 
land. He was not going to quarrel with 
him on that point, but he would remind 
the hon. Member that in the earlier dis- 
cussions on the question of purchase 
most of them were in agreement that the 
volume of purchase under the old Acts 
was decreasing in amount, and that the 
prices in terms of years purchase were 
increasing. He doubted whether the 
Land Conference would have been held 
but for the presence of these two facts. 
During the discussion over the land ques- 
tion he had never made himself respon- 
sible for expressing an opinion as to what 
the price of Irish land should be, and he 
was not going to do so now. The best 
advice on this point was to be found in 
the Conference Report, which assserted 
general principles and left their appli- 
cation to the parties who knew all 
the circumstances of the case. The 
averages varied in evely province of 
Ireland—in every estate and in different 
holdings of that estate, and, therefore, 
to proceed on the principle of averages 
was to adopt a very rough-and-ready 
manner indeed. It had been suggested 
by the hon. Member for South Tyrone 
that the people of Ulster would not do 
badly if they purchased on terms which 
gave them a reduction of 4s. in the &£, 
but the circumstances were different in 
every locality, and almest in the «ae of 
every individual. One landlord would 
n:t sell cheaper than the Act, and on 
the other hand, there were tenants who 
could afford to give a better price, and 
would sconer do that than postpone the 
moment at which they became owners. 
Again, there were tenants who did not 
feel that they could undertake such a 
serious obligation unless they saw reason- 
able prospects of paying the instalments 
for a number of years. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that he had 
elway contend«d that estates differed, 
and he thought, as a whole, that the ten- 
ants would be safe if they bought with 
4s. in the £ reduction on second-term 
rents. He did not say that there were 
not estates where they might ke able to 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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pay more, but he had always taken into 
account the differences that might exist. 


Mr. WYNDHAM said that was pre- 
cisely what he intended to convey. They 
all admitted that there were exceptions 
both ways, and that was the principle 
embodied in the Report of the Land Con- 
ference. The hon. Member for Waterford 
gave them excellent advice in his speech 
at Newcastle, County Down, when he 
urged the tenants not to lose the chance 
of becoming the owners of the soil upon 
any small trivial or insignificant point, 
and not to enter into negotiations in a 
hostile, but in a conciliatory spirit. He 
agreed with that advice, for he thought 
it was very excellent. After all there 
was not so much in dispute. The hon. 
Member who moved this Amendment 
said that in his opinion the prices arrived 
at were too high. He was not going to 
express any opinion upon prices, because 
it was not for the author of an Act to lay 
down a standard of prices. The mover of 
this Amendment attributed the prices 
which had been given under the Land Act 
to the zones, but he differgd from that 
contention altogether. They discussed 
the question of zones for many days last 
year, and duiing the discussion the hon. 
Member for Cork said he did not agree 
that minute inspection was a very useful 
matter. On the 15th of June the hon. 
Member said— 


‘Minute inspection? andf valuation of over 
300,000 holdings would have to be made, with 
the result that a generation would pass away 
before any general transfer of land was effected.” 


He invited the attenticn cf hon. Members 
opposite to that point. Proceeding, the 
hon. Member went on to say that inside 
the zones it was quite necessary that some 
inspection should take place to ascertain 
that there was no subletting and other 
securities, but all this could be rapidly 
and efficiently done by men of the surveyor 
class, which would not involve a system 
of inspection by highly-paid cfficials to 
report upon security and price. Of course 
any Land Bill mustj be af compromise, 
but the main thing to the tenant was the 
substantial reduction he got upon the 
second-term rent he has paid. There was 
nothing in the Amendment for the security 
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of the taxpayer of this country, because | prices, but even if they had, was it not 


his security depended not upon the 
capital that passed, but the margin be- 
tween the instalments paid to the State 
and the fair rent fixed by the judicial Court 
—a rent elaborately arrived at in order to 
determine whether land could or could 
not, taking good with bad years, pay a 
certain sum for a period of fifteen years. 
Their view was that it was legitimate 
to shorten the time, and to say that 
2s. less than that was a good enough se- 
curity for them. To shorten time in an- 
other way they said that 4s. less than that 
might be passed without allowing any op- 
tion to any other party interested to inter- 
fereinany way. Cases would readily occur 
to hon. Members of this kind, in which an 
old man, who was the owner of the pro- 
perty, might sell for a song, without having 
due regard to the interests of others. 

They provided against that by an inferior 
limit to these reductions, and they said 
that on second-term rents if the reduction 
was lower than 4s. there should be some 
investigation, in order to see that neither 
of the parties were injured. Those terms 
were accepted by all parties interested 
on the 14th of July. It was accepted 
not only by the hon. and learned Member 
opposite but by other Members of his 
Party, who perhaps did not share so fully 
his anticipation of the success of the Land 
Act. He might take, for example, the hon. 

Member for East Mayo, who agreed that 
they had met hon. Members opposite 

half-way at least. He was not going to 
say whether he attached much importance 

to the zones or not. He did not wish to 
press this point in a controversial spirit, 

but after a long and anxious debate they 

all agreed that that was a compromise 

which might stand. Supposing the zones 

were of great value, or little value, he did 
not care which, they had no effect on 


unwise to disturb such a compromise 
so arrived ‘at, and to court, as they did, 
by such an act of disturbance, a feeling 
on the part of the other parties that all 
idea of security must be abandoned ? 
Hon. Members opposite spoke with a 
knowledge of their own districts. In 
any one district it was clear that there 
must have been many abortive negotia- 
tions ; but if they took the country as g 
whole they would find that the operation 
of the Act was proceeding as fast, he 
would not say as anyone could desire, 
but as fast as anyone could finance it. 
He claimed that so far as the Government 
were concerned they carried out their 
share of the compromise, and, as far as 
possible, the additional recommendations 
made by hon. Members opposite. And 
in order not to disturb the sens : of security 
which still did obtain in Ireland he would 
ask hon. Members to think once and twice 
before they suggested the re-opening of a 
compromise definitely arrived at after 
prolonged debate within three months 
of the day on which the, Act came into 
operation. 


He would now give some information 
as to what was going on in Ireland. 
The total amount of direct sales em- 
braced 135 estates, 3,070 holdings, and 
£1,500,000 of purchase-money. In correc- 
tion of false estimates which had been 
given of the money which passed in con- 
nection with the sale of the Leinster Estate, 
he would say that the purchase money 
was £640,000, and the bonus was some 
£170,000. It was difficult to collect all 
the information asked for, but inquiries 
had been instituted at random into 
1,580 cases of sales. Of holdings upon 
which rents had been fixed before August, 
1896, there were 589, the reductioa had 
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been 29°4 and the average number of | 
years’ purchase had been 21°7. Ofhold- | 
ings upon which rents had been fixed since | 
August, 1896, there had been 728, and 
the average reduction had been 19°7. 
That was very near the mean, but that was 
anaccident. One feature in the first clause 
of the Act to which he invited attention 
was that a distinction was made between 
judicial rents and non-judicial rents. Of 
holdings upon which no judicial rent had 
been fixed there were 543, and the average 
reduction in those cases had been, 30°7. 
He did not think he would be justified in 
going at great length into arithmetical 
calculations ; but supposing such results 
were normal it would pay a man in Con- 
naught to buy on those averages, even 
if he had a first-term rent, rather than 
wait to have a second-term rent fixed. | 


He would now deal with the question | 
of untenanted land. The Amendment | 
suggested that the Estates Commissioners 
had not sufficient power to purchase 
untenanted land. Strongly as he ob- 
jected to the principle’ of compulsion, 
deeply as he believed it would disturb 
the spirit of conciliation now existing in 
Ireland—[{A Nationatist MEMBER: 
Where is the conciliation by the land- 
lords ?}—Well, perhaps he might be per- 
mitted to waive that, and to say that he did 
not think it was necessary at this moment 
to suggest that the powers for securing 
The 
procedure under the Act was entirely 


untenanted land were ineffective. 


novel, and it was hardly possible in three 
months to devise a staff organisation to 
get into touch with all the untenanted 
lands that might possibly be bought. 
There were many difficulties in the way 
of working this Act, but he had not 
found that the absence of compulsory 
powers was one of them. It was of the 
Mr. Wyndham. 
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essence of the Act that where that was 
possible they should look rather to direct 
arrangements between the landlord and 
his tenants and others who might wish 
to occupy untenanted land. They could 
not expect that men would take up in 
three months an entirely novel process 
and devise a completely new manner of 
managing their estates. In the circum- 
stances he thought the results were fairly 
good. He had a list of twenty-two 
estates, and he found that the landlords 
had made arrangements for selling 7,650 
acres of untenanted land to persons 
mentioned in Section 2 of the Act or to 
the Commissioners for the purposes of the 
Act. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal 
S.) : How many of these estates are in Con- 
naught ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM said his information 
on that point would come in better when 
he was dealing with the purchases by the 
Congested Districts Board, but some of 
Besides these 
estates there were some which had been 
sold under Sections 7 and &—that was 


these were in Connaught. 


entirely untenanted land—to the Estates 
He would 
point out to hon. Members opposite that 


Commissioners under the Act. 


the question of congestion could not be 
dealt with on the lines which were advo- 
cated in this Amendment. 
gested that all defined as “ congested 


estates” must of necessity be sold to the 


It was sug- 


Estates Commissioners and ought not to 
be dealt with by voluntary arrangement 
between the landlord and the tenants on 


the property. If they succeeded in 


‘carrying the Amendment they would 
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largely limit and paralyse the operation 


of the Act. Over and over again it 
would be found that one landlord owned 
a large property, part of which was com- 
posed of very rich large farms, part of 
fairly good farms, and part 
and mountainous land. An estate of 
that character could not be dealt with on 
any uniform plan. They must not fetter 
the discretion of the Estates Commis- 
sioners before the Act had had a fair trial. 
Suppose he did accept the Amendment, 
which, of course, he could not do, and 
declared that all congested estates should 
be sold to the Commissioners, there 
might be estates a portion of which only 


rushy 


was congested. That portion would have 
to be sold to the Commissioners and the 
rest would be left to be disposed of by 
direct sale. They must leave to the land- 
lords a chance of solving these problems, 
As to the case of the evicted tenants, he 
had been asked whether money could be 
advanced under the Act as a free gift to 
put back evicted tenants. All he could 
say was that there was no more money 
now and no greater limitation on the use 
of the money. He had never had any 
doubt in his mind on the point; but he 
must not be held to say that there was 
an unlimited amount of money to give to 
people who could borrow. The hon. 
Member for South Tyrone had asked 
whether the amending Bill would be 
retrospective. That would be so. With 
regard to sales in Ulster, better news had 
reached him than had reached the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone. 
very well large estates in Ulster which 
were going to be sold in the near future, 
and he believed the sale of them would 
determine the sale of others. The Bill 
was accepted to be worked and given a 
fair chance. He did not complain of the 
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Amendment, which afforded an oppor- 
tunity of seeing how things were going on , 
but three months was a very short time, 
and he recommended hon. Members to give 
the Act a rather longer run. There had 
been no occasion so far for advocating 
compulsory sale in the congested dis- 
tricts. The Act had only been in opera- 
tion since December, and the Congested 
Districts Board had purchased seven 
estates for £156,900; it was in negotia- 
tion for the purchase of six estates for 
£100,672, and it was considering the 
purchase of sixty other estates. Could 
anyone suppose that with compulsory 
powers they could secure the purchase in 
even six months of more than seventy 
estates? In the purchases already 
completed they had got more un- 
tenanted land than tenanted land. 
They had bought 2,300 acres of untenanted 
land, they were negotiating for 1,600 acres 
more, and were having reports made re- 
specting 15,000 acres. What good would 
compulsory powers have been to them ? 
The mere mention of compulsory powers 
would make every landlord of untenanted 
land draw back int¢ his shell. On the other 
hand, they had had no difficulty in buying 
untenanted land suited to their needs; 
and he had no doubt that, when the 
owners of grass land knew that they were 
to be paid a fair price, such land would 
come more rapidly into the market, and 
they would proceed apace with the 
solution of the difficult question of con- 
gestion. Compulsory power, so far from 
helping them, would lead to loss of time, 
of temper, and to the breaking up of the 
general agreement that existed that they 
should deal not only with the transfer of 
land to the occupier, but with the problem 
of the evicted tenants, and with congestion. 
At the present rate of progress it would 
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be a severe task upon him to see that! tion. That he would leave to those who 
the financial limit of £5,000,000 was not | might be better informed on these points 


exceeded in one year; and in the present 
state of the money market it would not 
be possible. to ask for more than 
£5,000,000. Indeed, prudence dictated 
that they should take less, but a bar- 
gain was a bargain. He said they 
would finance land purchase at that 
rate for the first three years, and he 
stood by his part of the bargain. 
Land purchase was going on as rapidly 
as one could expect it to go within the 
financial limit he had laid down, and 
surely if differences existed on this or that 
thorny question they might be allowed 
to wait for six months, or even one or two 
years, and be settled by the general spirit 
of conciliation. He thought that they 
might all congratulate themselves that 
the Bill had been brought in last year 
instead of this. They seized the occasion 
which the Land Conference offered. In 
December, 1902, Consols were at ninety- 
two and a-half, in January last at ninety- 
three, and on 16th February at ninety- 
two and three-quarters. Now Consols 
stood at eighty-six and a-half, so that had 
the Land Conference not occurred last 
year, the fall in Consols would have made 
it impossible to bring in a Bill this year. 
They should make the best of the chance 
that had befallen them, and agree that in 
the Act there was still to be found elements 
which might conduce to a fuller and richer 
national life in Ireland, and to a more 
complete accord among all classes in that 
country. 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) said he did not propose to 
attempt to follow the right hon. Gentle- 


man in the technical merits of the ques- 
Mr. Wyndham. 


_than he was. Speaking from the point 


of view of the British taxpayer, he con- 
fessed he was not at all discouraged in 
regard to the working of the Land Act. 
Even the hon. Member for Stoke, who 
posed as the representative of the British 
taxpayer, admitted that it was better 
for the taxpayer that the Act should be 
a success than a failure; and as hon. 
Members came from Ireland and _ pro- 
posed certain Amendments, which they 
affirmed would ensure the success of the 
Act without entailing the voting of more 
money, the hon. Member fcr Stoke ought 
to have jumped to those Amendments. But 
the hon. Member took too narrow a view. 
While he made himself partly responsible 
for the Government of Ireland, he 
must take the view of a statesman ag 
well as that of a British taxpayer. The 
hon. Gentleman made the attempt to be a 
statesman, and asked what was the re- 
turn to be for all this money; was it to 
be the increased prosperity of Ireland ! 
There was a general confession that the 
dual system of land ownership had 
paralysed the prosperity of Ireland, and 
it was also a general confession that the 
evils of the Irish land system had been 
due to the mistakes of the British Par- 
If all this was to be put right, 
the increased prosperity of Ireland and 


liament. 


the enjoyment of a better conscience, 
would amply repay the British tax- 
payer for any sacrifices he had made. 
He agreed entirely with what had been 


“said by the hon. Member for Waterford 


as to the limitation of the hopes to be 
founded on the working of the*Act. It 
had never been put forward fas a final 
settlement of all outstanding questions, 
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certainly never by the Chief Secretary. 
It might be that it would have an effect 
on political movements in Ireland ; it 


hitherto divided; it might be that it 
would disentangle political questions from 
future controversies about land, and 
bring about a calm and reasonable way 
of discussing these questions. That 
might be, and he hoped it would be. But 
no one would be aggrieved if it did less. 
The Act was not intended as a final 
settlement, but only as the great be- 
ginning of the settlement of the land 
question ; and many things had to be 
left out of it last year because it was un- 


The Chief 
Secretary had said that three months 


desirable to overload it, 


after the Act came into operation was 
too soon to consider its Amendment ; but 
he then proceeded to promise that on an 
early day he would introduce a Bill to 
make some Amendments! Therefore, 
the difference between the Chief Secretary 
and the Irish Members was not one of 
principle or time, but only one of degree. 
He did not intend to enter into technical 
points, but he had been impressed by the 
remarks of several hon. Members from 
Ireland as to the apparent rise in the 
price of land, or the price expected for 
land. He could not help thinking that 
there was a possibility of the zones 
system resulting in defeating the success- 
ful working of the Act, because that 
system might induce people to stand out 
for a higher price. The question of price 
was of the very essence of the working 
of the Act, and he had always felt that 
sooner or later a larger measure of com- 
pulsion would be required to complete 


the work of the Act.4 


{18 Fepruary 1904} 
| Tae SOLICITOR-GENERAL 


for an Address). 338 
(Sir 


Epwarp Carson, Dublin University) : 


No, no! 
might be that it would unite classes | 


Sir EDWARD GREY said that the 
Solicitor-General for England said “ No, 
no!” to that, but he went further. He 
considered that the provision of a cheaper 
and more rapid method of working a 
compulsory system of land purchase was 


to be desired and expected not only of 


Ireland but for home as well. That was 
one of the problems we would have to 
solve soon. He thought that before they 
completed and settled the Irish system 
they would have at any rate to keep 
an open mind with regard to the intro- 
duction of compulsion. He did not wish 
to hustle the Chief Secretary, if he might 
use a fashionable phrase, but he did feel 
that steady pressure was justifiable and 
' desirable ; and he was not sure that the 
Chief Secretary himself did not feel that 
steady pressure sometimes strengthened 
his own hands. He looked upon the Act 
of last session—and he gave the Chief 
Secretary and the 
| credit for it—as a great beginning, but 


Government  fuli 


it was not yet the end. The Govern- 
“ment had it in trust to see that the Act 
| was a success. He was not surprised that 
‘experience had already suggested some 
Amendments to that Act. He hoped 
| experience would suggest further Amend- 
‘ments. He trusted that the Chief Secre- 
tary would keep an open mind with 
regard to future Amendments while he 
| was in office, because he was sure that his 
‘own Government or any future Govern- 
/ment would have to introduce further 


_ Amendments from time to time in the 


| working of the Act, and he hoped he would 
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carry that open mind with him if it ever 
should be his fate to cross the floor of 
the House and give a frank and sym- 
pathetic support to the Amendments 
which might come from the Government 
which succeeded him. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said he felt it almost a rudeness 
to try and wake up the House from the 
dream which the eloquence of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary was caleu- 


{COMMONS} 
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a price for his land equal to 90 per cent. 
of the gross rental, he would at once jump 
at it, and invest the money in industrial 
enterprises in this country. At the pre- 
sent moment the landlords of Ireland. 
instead of meeting the situation caused 
by the disastrous season in a reason- 
able manner, were offering their 
land for sale at zones prices, which no 
tenant ought to entertain, and which no 
tenant would entertain unless he took 


leave of his senses. Arrears were play- 


jated to excite. The whole tone of the | ing their ancient part in Ireland, and 
speech of the right hon, Gentleman showed | their old friend the hanging gale had once 
an absolute want of appreciation of the | more raised his sinister head, and was 
real state of Ireland at the present mo- being used by the landlord for the purpose 
ment. They had been accustomed to | of extracting an extravagant price from 


a . . s 
Chief Secretaries of all Parties coming to | the tenant. All over the country there 





the House and picturing Ireland as a | was a feeling of disappointment at the 
perfect Paradise of almost unbroken | working of the Act, and of strong indigna- 
peace on the very eve of an outbreak of | tion against the landlords. The right hon. 
agrarian discontent. He warned the | Gentleman the Chief Secretary said he 
House that they should not regard Ire- had nothing to do*with the price. Was 
land from the point of view of the lotus- | the right hon. Gentleman not the author 
eater, but study the real conditions of the ‘of the zones section of the Act? The 
country. They had had a most disastrous | zones were in the Act for the purpose of 
season. He believed that in England | jnflating the price in Ireland. Members 
the land question would be settled, on on these Benches had told the right hon. 


right and just lines, by a compromise on | Gentleman so last year till they almost 





the part of both tenants and landlords. 
On the other hand, in Ireland the land- 
lord was the spoilt child of legislation, 
though the hon. Gentleman opposite 


would say that they were the despoiled 





children of legislation. But it required | 
all the machinery of agitation and courts | 
of law to compel them to give the reduc- 
tion of rent which every decent landlord 
here gave to his tenants. By last year’s 
Act the Irish landlords were actually paid 


for selling their land at a very good price, 





If any landlord in England was offered 
Sir Edward Grey. 


imperilled the Bill. When the right hon. 
Gentleman put up his blunderbuss at their 
heads, what choice had they but to accept 
what he offered ? 


ago a landlord went to the Land Com- 


Three or four years 


mission and said that he and his tenants 
had agreed that his estate should be sold 
for eighteen years purchase, but the 
Land Commission declared that they 
would not sanction eighteen years 
purchase, because it was unfair to the 
tenants and to the estate. Now, how- 


ever, the same landlord was asking 
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twenty-five years purchase. The Chief | of the tenant. These declarations com- 


Secretary had said that he was going to pelled the Irish Members to divide. 
bring in a Bill, the scope of which most of 


them regarded as mainly to the advantage 


of the landlord, and he announced that 


the Bill would be in such a shape as to 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 124; Noes, 


preclude the discussion of the interests 219. (Division List No. 5). 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Ellice,Capt E.C(SAndrw’sBghs 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 


Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert Jn. 
Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hammond, John 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus Hen. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H 


AYES. 


Hardie,J. Keir (M’rthyr Tydvil) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. | 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace | 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire , 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael | 
Kearley, Hudson E. | 
Kilbride, Denis | 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George | 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 





O’Mara, James 


| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
| O’Shee, James John 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden’ 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) : 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 


Rose, Charles Day 
Russell, T. W. 


| Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) , Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 


Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 

| MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 

' MacNeill, John{Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kean, John 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 

| Schwann, Charles E. 

| Shackleton, David James 

; Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 

| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

| Sheehy, David 

| Shipman, Dr. John G. 

| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 


Mitchell, Edw.(Fermanagh, N.) | Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R( Northants 


Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

| Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


| Sullivan, Donal 

| Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 

Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) 

| White, Luke (York, E. BR.) 


| O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,M. | Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | Wood, James 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. | Young, Jamuel 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8S.) | 
| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
| O'Dowd, John 
O’Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) | 
O'Malley, William 


NOES, 


| TELLERS FOR THE Ayes—Sir 


Thomas Esmonde «nd Cap- 
tain Donelan. 


Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy | Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 


| Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) Blundell, Colonel Heary 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) | 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 


Bowles, Lt.-Col. H.F(Middlesex 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George | Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Bartley, Sir George C. T. 





| Brotherton, Edward Allen 


Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Mich. Hicks | Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
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Brymer, William Ernest 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John Geor, 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A(Wore. | 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer | 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 
hill, Douglas Harry 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready | 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Ear! of 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar,Sir T.R(Tower Hamlets 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C | 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir WilliamHart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Fyler, John Arthur 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E(Elgin& Nairn) 
Graham, ae 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir E.W( se wae be 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton,Margq.of (L’nd’nderry | 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) | 
Harris, Dr. Fredk. R. (Dulwich | 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Main Question again proposed. 


And, it being after Midnight, the| Adjourned at ten minutes after 


debate stood adjourned. 
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Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. | 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Seolinens tie A.(Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J.F(Sheffield, Brightside | 
Hoult, Joseph | 
Houston, Robert Paterson 


| Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks., N. R.) 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir John H 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 


| King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Knowles, Sir Lees 


| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 


Lawrence, Sir J. (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John G. (Yorks., N. R. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. W.' (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 


, Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfriessh. 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir FrederickG. 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 


' Morrison, James Archibald 
| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley | 
Percy, Earl 





the House. 


Pierpoint, Robert? 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Plummer, Walter R. 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert ~ 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. : 
Rankin, Sir James’ 


| Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 


Reid, James (Greenock} 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Jamuel (Sheffield) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 


| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 


Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.(hertford,East) 
Smith, H.C(North’mb.Tynesid 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M“Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf’dUniv. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry;James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


| Tuff, Charles 


Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirjWilliam H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 


| Welby, Lt.-Col.A.C.E(Taunton 


Whiteley,H.(Ashton und.Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt.,Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Sir 
Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Twelve o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. | [#.L.]; Manchester Corporation Tram- 
; ways Bill [.L.]; Mersey Docks and Har- 
Friday, 19th February, 1904. bour Board Bill [#.u.]; Milwr and Dis- 
trict Mines Drainage Bill [u.u.]; Minehead 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS Urban District Council Water Bill [#...]; 
: Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Bill 
anata [{u.L.]; Nuneaton and Chilvers Coton 
. : : Urban District Council Bill [H.1.]; 
ei ot ey bs s Bilk [#.1.]. Oakengates, Dawley, and District Joint 
Presented, and read 1°. | Water Board Bill [x.1.]; Ulster Electric 
. | Power Bill [a 1.]; Weaver Navigation 

The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the | ve . . . 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | ee ae none ae a 
- had laid upon the Table the Certificates | Weise Wetuiion teeedinelon cae 
from the Examiners that the further | Finance) Bill [#.1.]; Withnell Gas Bill 


Standing Orders applicable to the follow- | (w.t.]; Lancashire Electric Power Bill 


ing Bills have been complied with. Man- | [mt.]; West Riding Tramways Bill 


chester Ship Canal (Finance) [HL] ; | ‘ : : 
Manchester Ship Canal |#.L.]; og | [w.t.]; Cambrian Railways Bill [a.v.]; 


and Bell’s Patents [H.L.]; Southport and | Tynemouth Gas Bill[#.L.]; Neath, Pontar- 
Lytham Tromeved’ (itstineion oF Time) | dawe, and Brynaman Railway Bill[#.1.] ; 
_ ; Gosport Water [H.L.] ; New River | Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill 
ompany [H.L.]; New Zealand Loan and | [H.u.]; Barry Railway (Steam Vessels) 
Mercantile Agency Company [H.L.]. The | Bill [H.L.]: Harlow and Sawbridgeworth 
same were ordered to lie on the Table. | Gas Bill [w.t.]; York Town and Black- 
water Gas Bill [.L]; Matlock and District 

Ilford Urban District Council Bill Gas Bill [a..]; Portmadoc, Beddgelert, 
ht Lothians Electric Power Bill | and South Snowdon Railway Bill [#.t.]; 








H.L] ; Barnard Castle Gas Bill [H.L.];| Great Western Railway Bill [H.L.]. Com- 
ardiff Railway Bill {H.1.|. Read 2*, and | mitted. The Committees to be proposed 

committed. The Committees to be | by the Committee of Selection. 

: proposed by the Committee of Selection. | 


Speech indicates revision 





Appleby Corporation Gas Bill [H.1.]; | - 
pms ne cae ration ae Ba PETITION. 
[H.L.] ; Chesterfield Gas and Water Board | saiaitne 
Bill [H.L.]; Filey Improvement Bill | 

H.L.]; Preston Corporation Water Bill | LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION 
H.L.]; Shipley Urban District Coungil | OF WOMEN) BILL [H.1.] 

ill [H.L.]; South Staffordshire Mines, Petition in favour of; of Corporation 
mg 7 Bill [H.L.] ; Tynemouth Corpora- | of Lewisham; read, and ordered to lie on 
tion Bi (me, ; Barry Railway ad | the Table. 
sion of Time, etc.) Bill [H.L.]; Weston- | 
super-Mare Grand Pier Bill [.L.]. Com- | 


| 


mitted. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Ain Asterisk (*) at the commencement 


Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Bill 
H.L.|;_ Bridlington Corporation Bill 
H.L.J ; we ct 9 bon ie bet NAVY (NEW SCHEME OF TRAINING). 
uxton Urban District Council Bill | H.L.] ; | A 
Chesterfield Corporation (Tramways and | ies of = —— “= age 
Improvements) Bill [H.L.]; Derwent | say rene: tans oer Ter 
Valley Water Board Bill [#L.]; 
Ebbw Vale Urban District Water Bill 
ay Harrogate Waterworks Tramroad 
ill [4.1.]; Holywood Tramways Bill 
(u.L.]; Huddersfield Corporation Act, LOGS GOST, sinle 
1902 (Amendment) Bill [H.u.]; Ipswich | Abstract of accounts of loan societies 
Dock Commission Bill [#..]; Leeds Cor- | in England and Wales furnished to the 
poration (Waterworks) Railway Bill | Central Office for the Registry of Friendly 


VOL. CXXX. [FourtH SErIEs.] M 


candidates for nomination as Naval 
Cadets. Prsenteed (by Command), and 
ordered to lie on the Table, 
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Societies, for the year ended 31st Decem- 
ber, 1902. Laid before the House (pur- 


suant to Act), and ordered to lie on the | 


Table. 


STANDING COMMITTEE. 
Ordered, That a Standing Committee 
be appointed for the consideration of such 
Public Bills as may be committed to it 
by the House. 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE 
STANDING COMMITTEE. 
Appointed: The Lords following, with 
the Chairman of Committees, were named 
of the Committee :— 


E. Cowper. L. Boyle. 

E. Stanhope. (E. Cork and 
E. Waldegrave. Orrery.) 
V. Churchili. L. Ribblesdale. 
L. Balfour. L. Kintore. 


(E. Kintore.) 


NEW BILL. 


BISHOPRIC OF BRISTOL BILL [#.1.}. 


A Bill for re-arranging the Boundaries 
of the Dioceses of Bristol and Gloucester 
and Bath and Wells—Was presented by 
the Lord Archbishop of Canterbury (for 
the Lord Bishop of Bristol); read 1°; 
and to be printed. (No. 13.) 





NEWCASTLE CHAPTER AMENDMENT 
BILL [u.1.]. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the day for the Second 
Reading read. 


{LORDS} 
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| stage. Meanwhile I will content myself 
by moving the Second Reading. 

| Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2” 
| —(The Lord Bishop of St. Albans.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 
| Bill read 2% and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House. 


FISCAL POLICY—DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 


Order of the Day read for the 
adjourned debate on the Motion of the 
Earl of Crewe to resolve, “That no duty 
upon imports into the United Kingdom 
from Foreign Countries, or from British 
Colonies and Dependencies, should be 
imposed, modified, or removed, without 
the formal consent of Parliament to each 
such proposal ;” and on the Amendment 
moved by the Marquess of Salisbury to 
the foregoing Motion, viz :— 

“To leave out all the words after ‘ that’ for 
the purpose of inserting the following words, 
viz.: ‘This House, while affirming the con- 
stitutional doctrine that all the fiscal arrange- 
ments of this country must be subject to the 
full and effective control of Parliament over 
taxation, is not prepared to lay down rules for 
the guidance of future Parliaments as to the 
exact method in which such control should be 
exercised by them in cases which may hereafter 
arise.’”’ 


Tae Duxe or DEVONSHIRE: My 
Lords, I have had considerable doubt 
whether it would be necessary for me to 
trouble your Lordships with anything in 
the nature of a personal explanation as 
to the reasons which caused me last 
autumn to resign the office in His Majesty’s 
Government which I then had the honour 
to hold. But as two of my colleagues 
who resigned their offices about the same 
'period have thought it due either to 
their constituents or to the House in 
which they sat or to themselves to enter 
‘upon some explanation of a personal 





*Tue Lorp BISHOP or ST. ALBANS: Character, and as, in addition, the Prime 
My Lords, this Bill is word for word the | Minister thought it necessary—as he had 
same as one which was passed without |D0t thought it necessary on the other 
opposition in your Lordships’ House | °¢casions—to reply to my letter of resigna- 
during the latter part of last session. It | tionina tone which perhaps was somewhat 
was not possible, however, to pass it through | controversial, I hope that I may ask your 
the other House owing to the congested | Lordships to allow me in a few words to 
state of business there, and it was thought | try to explain the reasons, not so much 
better to withdraw it and bring it before | Why I thought it necessary ultimately to 
your Lordships at an early period in the | resign my office, but why that resignation 
present session. _ If it is desired I shall be | was for some considerable period delayed. 
pleased to explain its provisions at a later | Let me say first that I have no complaint 








48 
elf 


ya’? 
~ 


rs. 


the 
the 


ity 
om 
ish 
ut 


ent 


nal 


her 
na- 
at 
yur 
ich 


ion 


int 








349 Fiscal 


whatever to make of what I have referred 


{19 Fespruary .1904} 
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At the Cabinet which met on 14th 


Polizy. 


to as the controversial tone of the reply | September it wasclearly indicated that in 


of the Prime Minister. 


I fully recognise | the opinion of the Prime Minister the 


that some inconvenience may have been | opinions of these members who had ex- 


caused to him, and perhaps also to the 
public service, which might have been 
avoided if my resignation had been sent 
in at the same period as that of my 
colleagues; and if this was so, I desire to 
express my extreme regret for any want 
of judgment or any want of decision 
which may have been the cause of such 
inconvenience. 


My colleagues, who have already made 
personal explanations, Mr. Ritchie and 
Lord George Hamilton, were perfectly 
justified in the statement they have 
made, that at the time when they 
resigned their offices they had every 
reason to believe from the communications 
which had passed between us that I in- 
tended to have taken the same course 
at the same time. I do not think it is 
necessary that I should enter at all fully 
into the reasons why I formed that inten- 
tion. Those reasons were, in the main, 
identical with those which have been 
fully stated by my colleagues. I perhaps 
could not have formulated so distinctly 
as they did the reasons for their action, 
because I had not at the time, and I have 
not even now, a very clear idea of what 
were the measures to which we were 
asked at that time to give our assent, 
or of what was the policy to which we 
were asked to commit ourselves. It may 
be enough for me to say that both 
the action and the language of the 
Prime Minister and of some of his col- 
leagues since the first opening of this 
question had been to me a cause of 
great anxiety and doubt. I felt myseli 
obliged to dissent from much that was 
contained in the pamphlet which has 
been published by the Prime Minister, 
and from some of the contents of the 
Memorandum which was circulated to his 
colleagues at the same time. I also had 
in my mind that two only of my col- 
leagues had prepared for the Cabinet 
Memoranda dealing with the proposals 
which had been put forward by our col- 
league the late Colonial Secretary, and 
had made criticisms of those proposals 
with which I was on the whole in entire 
agreement. 





pressed themselves in these Memoranda 
were such as to make it impossible that 
they could give their assent to the policy 
which he was about to propose, and that 
it was not likely that it would be possible 
for them, with satisfaction to themselves, 
to remain members of his Government. 
Sharing asI did in the main the views 
which had been expressed by my col- 
leagues, I did not see how, if in the 
opinion of the Prime Minister they could 
not with advantage remain in his Cabinet, 


_ the same considerations should not apply 


also to my own case. But there was, 
however, another reason, which was not 
referred to in the letters of resignation of 
my colleagues, but which had a great 
influence upon me, and I think must 
have had some influence also with them. 
I think we were, none of us, quite clear 
as to the natureof the declarations which 
the Prime Minister might think it neces- 
sary to make in his forthcoming speech at 
Sheffield; but what I felt, and what we 
all felt, was that, whatever might be the 
nature of these declarations, it would be 
impossible for us to continue to be mem- 
bers of a Cabinet in which the Colonial 
Secretary would be free to advocate 
principles which we knew he had adopted, 
which we also knew it was his intention, 
either in or out of the Cabinet, to advocate 
publicly throughout the country. Such a 
state of things would, I think, have been 
highly unsatisfactory to us, and contrary 
to the best interests of the public seryice. 
It would have been necessary in such cir- 
cumstances for me either to remain silent 
—which would have been an intolerable 
position for myself—or to have taken an 
open part in combating a policy which my 
colleague was advocating, which, I think, 
would hardly have been a course that 
would have been decent to colleagues in 
the same Cabinet. 


It is quite true that at the Cabinet to 
which I am referring some mention was 
made of the possible resignation of Mr. 
Chamberlain. My recollection, however, 
agrees with those of my colleagues who 
have already stated their views on the 
subject, that that resignation had not 
been definitely tendered, still less that it - 

M 2 
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had been, or was likely to be, ac- 
cepted without protest on the part of 
the Prime Minister. It is also true that 
on the evening of the same day, after the 
Cabinet, I had an interview with the 
Prime Minister, in which he again re- 
ferred to the possibility of the resignation 
of Mr. Chamberlain. But, even at that 
time, it was not presented to me in such 
a@ manner as to lead me to understand 
that a definite tender of resignation had 
been made, still less that it was likely to 
be accepted. At a further interview the 
next day the subject was again referred 
to, and the resignation of Mr. Chamber- 
lain was spoken of as being extremely 
probable, if not certain; but it was not 
until the third day, the Wednesday of 
that week, that I learned definitely and 
finally that that resignation had been 
tendered and had been accepted. I ad- 
mit that this communication appeared to 
me to make a very great difference in my 
position. 


As I have said, I was not even then 
clear as to the scope and nature of the 
declaration that the Prime Minister 
intended to make at an early date; but 
I understood that it was to be mainly on 
the lines of his pamphlet, with which 
your Lordships are all acquainted; and 
from passages in that pamphlet, and also 
from communications which took place 
between myself and the Prime Minister, 
I thought I was justified in the statement 
which I made in the letter in which I 
finally tendered my resignation. The 
passage is very short, and perhaps your 
Lordships will allow me to read it— 

“TI had hoped to have found in your speech 
a definite statement of adherence to the prin- 
ciple of free trade as the ordinary basis of our 
fiscal and commercial system, and an equally 
definite repudiation of the principle of 
— in the interests of our national indus- 

es. 


I thought, from the reasons which I 
have endeavoured to indicate, that I was 
justified in forming that opinion as to 
the general character of the statement 
which the Prime Minister intended to 
make. I thought at the time, very 
wrongly I am afraid, that it was possible 
that my continued presence in the Cabinet 
might have the effect of, in some degree, 
restraining that body from any very wide 
departure from the principles of free 


trade to which I still adhered. Still my | 


The Duke of Devonshire. 


{LORDS} 
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position, I acknowledge, I felt to be an 
extremely difficult one. But from that 
moment when I was definitely assured 
of the resignation of the Colonial Secre- 
tary my difficulties were mainly of a 
personal and not of a public character. 
I pointed out to the Prime Minister that 
the effect which the fact of Mr. Chamber- 
lain’s resignation had on my mind would 
in my opinion probably be similar to the 
effect which that fact would have on the 
minds of those other colleagues who had 
already tendered theit resignations and 
whose resignations had been accepted. I 
understood, however, from him that, 
whatever might be my decision, there 
was no intention of asking those colleagues. 
to reconsider theirs, or in fact that any re- 
consideration on their part would be ad- 
mitted. My difficulty, therefore, was 
mainly of a personal character; it was 
whether I should be wanting in loyalty to 
those colleagues with whom I had been in 
communication, who had consulted me 
as to their course, and whom I had con- 
sulted as to mine. My first inclination, 
I admit, was to insist on being permitted 
to lay this new fact before my colleagues 
and consult again with them, and, in 
fact, to place myself to a great extent in 
their hands. On reflection, however, I 
considered that, as nothing which I could 
do would alter their position, I had no 
right to ask them to take any respon- 
sibility for my own conduct, which 
affected myself alone, and that my de- 
cision must be made solely upon public 
grounds. I therefore decided that under 
these new circumstances it would be my 
duty to remain a member of the Cabinet, 
and to exercise what influence I might 
possess in endeavouring to guide or 
restrain the action of the Cabinet. 


There is one further explanation, or 
perhaps I ought rather to say one further 
confession, which I have to make. It is 
quite true, as was stated in the Prime 
Minister’s letter of reply to me, that I 
saw before I finally gave my decision the 
letter in which he had accepted Mr. 
Chamberlain’s resignation. I think if I 
had at that time fully grasped the sig- 
nificance of that letter my decision would 
have been a different one. But I can 
only plead in excuse that the letter 
was only read to me, that I had 
no opportunity of considering its terms 





sam 


oe & oo @ 2 em 8 A ws a otk it A 


& 





352 


an 
hat 
red. 
cre- 
fa 
ter. 
hat 
ber- 


the 
the 


the 


if I 
sig- 
uld 
can 
tter 
had 
rms 





353 Fiscal 


carefully; and I will also ask noble 
Lords to remember that this was the 
third day of these proceedings, days 
which had been occupied incessantly 
in meetings of the Cabinet, in inter- 
views, and in correspondence, and 
the strain upon my mind was very 
great, as I think it would have 
been on the mind of any man. I 
was not in a position, my mind was not 
so clear and lucid as it ought*to have 
been, and I did not, as I ought to have 
done, fully grasp the significance of the 
terms in which the resignation had been 
accepted. On the next day the Prime 
Minister had left London; I had an 
interview, however, with his private 
secretary, and I again had an opportunity 
of reading the correspondence with Mr. 
Chamberlain. That more careful inspec- 
tion of the correspondence, I acknowledge, 
filled my mind with the very greatest 
anxiety, and I doubted whether I had 
taken a wise step in consenting to remain 
in the Cabinet. I felt, however, that it 
was too late to recall my decision, and 
that I could only trust and hope that, 
notwithstanding the terms of that letter, 
the declarations which would be made by 
the Prime Minister would not be incon- 
sistent with those which I had previously 
expected. With that object, I had, I 
think, another interview with the Prime 
Minister’s private secretary, in which I 
impressed upon him to the best of my 
ability that I trusted that those declara- 
tions would be consistent with the opinion 
which I had formed that the Prime 
Minister did not intend to depart widely 
from the principles of free trade as the 
accepted basis of our fiscal policy. 


I have stated already in my letter the 
reasons which induced me to think, after 
I had read the speech at Sheffield, that I 
had altogether misconceived the position 
and the opinions of the Prime Minister. 
Although I did not then, and although I 
do not now, know what measures I might 
ultimately have been called upon to 
defend in this House, I did feel that 
those declarations, to which I have 
called special attention in my letter, were 
entirely opposed to the impressions which 
Thad formed and which I bad expected to 
be fulfilled. It would have been impos- 
sible for me, when Parliament reassembled, 
to stand at this Table, or on any platform 
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in the country, and to profess myself, as 
a member of the Prime Minister’s Govern- 
ment, still a convinced free-trader, as I 
am, and always hope that I shall remain. 
That is, I think, all that I have to say on 
the personal question. I trust that I 
have not said anything which may make 
it necessary for any of us ever to re- 
open that question, which I am sure your 
Lordships will admit is, and must be, one 
of extreme pain and difficulty for me. 

I desire to offer a few observations on 
the subjects which have been raised in 
the present debate. I think that my 
noble friend Lord Crewe has rendered no 
inconsiderable service to the House and 
to the country in raising a discussion 
upon one side of this question, which up 
to the, present time, I think, has been 
inadequately discussed. A great deal 
has been said—not, in my opinion, 
at all too much—upon another side 
of the question,’ that of the attitude 
of the Government towards the policy 
which has been proposed, not by them, 
but by Mr. Chamberlain. But up 
to the present time very little, compara- 
tively, has been said on the subject of 
the Government’s own policy, or of the 
proposals which they intend to make 
either to Parliament or, before a general 
election, to the country. It is a some- 
what curious and remarkable feature of 
the extraordinary position in which we 
find ourselves that ten times as much 
interest—I think I may say a hundred 
times as much interest—appears to be 
roused throughout the country in the 
policy which is advocated by Mr. 
Chamberlain, and in the attitude of the 
Government towards that* policy, than is 
excited by the Government’s own pro- 
posals, 

The Government have asserted, and 
I believe still assert, that they 
have a policy. The Prime Minister 
at Sheffield declared that, this ques- 
tion having been raised, it was his in- 
tention to give a lead to his Party and 
to the country. I ask, Where are we to 
find this lead? It is unfortunate that 
the Prime Minister has been unable to 
further explain his views in the House of 
Commons; but surely he must have 
colleagues in the House of Commons who 
would have been fully capable of explain- 
ing those views if there had been any- 
thing further to explain. The Prime 
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Minister has written a pamphlet and he 
has made three speeches; and in those, 
up to the present time, we must find the 
materials for forming an opinion on the 
policy of the Government and on the 
lead which he desires to give to his Party. 
In the pamphlet the most definite ex- 
pression that I find is that he pleads for 
“freedom to negotiate in order that 
freedom of exchange may be increased.” 
In the speech at Sheffield I find also the 
definite declaration tkat he intended to 
reverse the fiscal policy of the last two 
generations. That declaration would 
seem to imply that as the fiscal policy of 
the last two generations had been one of 


free trade the Prime Minister’s intention | 


was to revert to protection. But we 
have been assured that that is not the 
present intention of the Government, 
and therefore we have to fall back on the 
freedom to negotiate in order that free- 
dom of exchange might be increased. 
That does not appear to me to be so 
much a declaration of policy as the ex- 
pression of a sentiment; and until that 
sentiment is reduced to concrete proposals 
I maintain that we have not got—and 
the country has not got—the lead which 
we have the right to expect. 


If the complexity and difficulty of this 
position could have been increased I think 
it would have been increased by the 
speech of my noble friend Lord Selborne 
last night. Lord Selborne told us that 
it was impossible to explain the details 
of a policy which was not yet born. I 
ask, how are we to accept as the policy 
of the Government or the lead which the 
Government have promised to give to 
the country a policy which, in the words 
of one of his colleagues, has not yet come 
into existence. Under these circum- 
stances, it is perhaps not strange that we 
have not derived very much enlighten- 
ment from the debates which have taken 
place in the other House of Parliament. 
We have to-night one more chance of 
obtaining that enlightenment. My noble 
friend who leads the House holds a 
position only second in authority to that 
of the Prime Minister himself, and it may 
be—I hope it may be—that he will be in 
a position to throw some light upon this 
perplexed condition of things. He told 
us the other day, in words spoken with 
some deliberation, that the Government 


The Duke of Devonshire. 


{LORDS} 
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hs *olicy. 
presented a solid front on that part of 


' the policy which they had examined and 


to which as a Government they were 
committed. What we want to know is, 
What are the results of that examination 
which has been given? I trust that I do 
not put this question in a hostile spirit 
to the Government. AsIhave admitted, 
while I was a member of the Government 
I was perfectly ready to enter myself into 
an examination of certain proposals; but 
while I was a member of the Govern- 
ment certainly no examination of this 
policy had yet been undertaken, and if I 
had remained in the Government I should 
have expected that such an examination 
would be made before the meeting of 
Parliament, and that its results would be 
communicated to Parliament. 


We have never got nearer to a defini- 
tion of the policy of the Government than 
that which was given to us by the noble 
Marquess at the opening of the session. 
“ The policy of the Government,” he said, 
“might be summed up in the words 
negotiation and retaliation.” It is per- 
fectly possible that a policy which has 
been fully and adequately explained may 
be summed up in two words; but there 
never was a policy—and I do not think 
that there ever will be a policy—which, 
in the absence of such adequate explana- 
tion, could be summed up sufficiently for 
the consideration cf Parliament or the 
country in a couple of words. Though 
we have often heard this summing-up of 
the policy of the Government we have 
never received any indications whatever 
as tothe mannerin which those principles 
are to be applied to our future fiscal 
policy. As to negotiation, the Govern- 
ment have always, in my opinion, been 
free to enter into negotiation. 


The Prime Minister says that we 
deprived ourselves of the means of 
successfully conducting negotiations, and 
the other night, in the House of Commons, 
Mr. Wyndham attributed the failure of 
certain negotiations with France which 
took place in 1880 to the absence of any 
fiscal inducement which it was in our 
power to offer. I think Mr. Wyndham 
was not quite accurately informed with 
respect to that negotiation. It is not 
the fact that in that negotiation we had 
nothing to offer. Parliament had already 
been asked, and had assented, to a 
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reduction of the duties on French wines 
in the event of the conclusion of a treaty. 
The obstacle which prevented the con- 
clusion of that treaty was the pledge 
which was given to Parliament by the 
Government—rightly given, I think, at 
that time—that they would not assent to 
any treaty which should provide for the 
imposition of higher duties than those 
which had been agreed to by the French 
Government in 1860. The French 
Government, I believe, were perfectly 
willing to comply with that demand on 
the part of our Government; and the 
obstacle which prevented the conclusion 
of a fresh treaty with France was the 
unwillingness of the protectionist ma- 
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protection than we had prospered under 
free trade. 


*Tue Eart or SELBORNE: I said 
that their trade had progressed at a 
greater rate than ours. 


Tue Duxe or DEVONSHIRE: I 
accept my noble friend’s correction; but 





if that is his opinion why does he not 
boldly advocate a return to a system of 
| protection in this country? It may be 
‘that protection is a very good system, 
| and that other countries may have pros- 
pered under a protective system; but I 
do not think that my noble friend can 
point to any instance where a country 





jority in the French Chambers to agree | has p red under a system of negotia- 
to the proposal to which their Govern- | tion = retaliation, or to any country 
ment were quite ready to assent. That | whose fiscal system is based on a formula 
negotiation, therefore, did not fail in| so unmeaning. But we are not to-night 
consequence of the absence of anything | discussingprotection. Theobject of this 
which we had to offer in the shape of | debate I take to be to endeavour to find 





inducement. It failed on account of the 
rigid protectionist principles professed 
by a majority in the French Chambers. 


From negotiation we come to retalia- 
tion. I suppose my noble friend Lord 
Selborne was under the impression last 
night that he was defending the principles 
of retaliation. In my judgment almost 
the whole of his speech, although he 
every now and then used a phrase about 
retaliation, might have been just as well 
made in defence of a policy of protection, 
or the policy proposed by Mr. Chamber- 
lain. My noble friend used all the 
arguments which are so familiar in the 
mouths of protectionist speakers. He 
asserted that our country had prospered 


under protection and also that other | 


countries had in recent years prospered 


more under protection than we had under 


free trade. 


*Tue FIRST LORD or tue ADMIR- 


ALTY (The Earl of Sztporne): I made ' 


no comparison as to the respective degrees 
of prosperity. I simply said that foreign 
countries had prospered greatly under 
protection. 


Tue Duxe or DEVONSHIRE: I was 
under the impression that my noble friend 
used th: words that other countries had 
prospered more in recent years under 


out, what, if it is not protection, is the 
policy of His Majesty’s Government. If 
| we were to discuss the question of pro- 
tection I should find it necessary to 
| challenge most, if not all, of the state- 
| ments and arguments that were contained 
| in my noble friend’s speech; and especi- 
| ally should I think it my duty to call 
attention to the fact that he based an 
argument as to the stagnation of our 
trade upon the exports of our manufac- 
tured articles only, and that he altogether 
omitted to make the slightest reference 
in the course of his speech—an omission 
which was somewhat remarkable on the 
part of the First Lord of the Admiralty 
—to the enormous progress which has 
been made under free trade by our 
shipping industries, by our shipbuilding 
| and our foreign shipping trade. 

As to retaliation, it seems to me every- 
thing depends upon the meaning which 
‘we are to attach to the word and as to 
the spirit in whichit is to be used. 
There was a somewhat ominous sentence 
in the Prime Minister’s pamphlet, in which 
he said that the only alternative that 
was left was—— 


“‘ To do to foreign nations what they always 
| do to each other, and, instead of appealing to 
| economic theories which they wholly disbelieve, 
| to use fiscal inducement: which they thoroughly 

understand.” 


| If this means, as it seems to me, that 


we are to base our future fiscal policy on 
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the model of foreign nations—upon what 
foreign nations do to each other—we can 
very easily form an opinion of what it 
comes to. If my noble friend Lord 
Lansdowne is to be free to present his big 
revolver at the head of every protectionist 
State which imposes protective duties 
against our exports, and to threaten, or 


to carry out a threat, of imposing similar | 
duties upon their exports, we know very | 


well what that would come to. We 
know that almost every nation of Europe 
and the United States of America attach 
far more importance to keeping control 
over their own markets than to opening 
our markets to themselves; and we know 
that all the fiscal inducements which they 
so thoroughly understand have never 
enabled them, if they have ever tried, to 
establish free trade between each other. 
Ii we are to model, as that sentence 
appears to indicate, our future fiscal 
policy upon what foreign nations do to 
each Other, I cannot see what other re- 
sult we can anticipate than the establish- 
ment of a system of protection all round. 


The Government decline to discuss with 
us concrete cases. 
we should not put to them concrete cases 
of our own for the purpose of helping 
the country to see where this policy of 
retaliation may lead them. Lord Crewe 


{LORDS} 


That is no reason why | 
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this kind there would be any probability 
of their obtaining larger and more im- 
portant concessions in other directions, [ 
should not have the slightest objection to 
seeing this experiment tried, to seeing it 
proposed to Parliament, and seeing on 
what grounds it could be defended. But 
let me instance another case of retalia- 
tion. Ido not know that the proposal 
has ever been made in a more simple and 
naked form than it was made a short 
| time ago in a newspaper which is a great 
| supporter of His Majesty’s Government 
_and also of Mr. Chamberlain—T7he Times 
_newspaper. The Times wasdiscussing the 
| question of our iron industry, and said— 
| By a hostile tariff America first shuts our 
| iron out of her market and then invades our 
| home markets and shuts up our manufactories. 
| Would it really be no advantage to be able to 
| retain our home market in spite of their tariff ? 
| We could do that by a retaliatory tax upon the 
| iron of every country that taxes ours. Granting 
| that we could obtain no power of negotiation 


| that would open the American market to our 
| own iron—” 


It is not proposed that it should be done 
‘in order to secure greater freedom of 





| exchange— 
“still to secure possession of our home market 
would imm y increase our power of com- 


| peting with America in ever. 
| open to both. All this is so 
free-im 
| contr: 


oreign market 
ementary that no 

rter should spoil his case by directly 
icting it.” 


referred last night to a suggestion which | 


has been made that it might be possible | 


in the case of Germany, for instance, by 


threatening to impose an additional tax | 


upon her wines or upon the cheap toys 
that she exports, to obtain some conces- 
sion on her part in our favour. It has 
also been suggested that in the case of 
France we might threaten to impose 


some duty upon hersilks or fancy articles, | 


and by that means obtain some concession 
from her. 
doubtful whether the advantages which 
we could obtain from using such fiscal 
inducements as these would be very great. 
I can conceive that, if threats of this sort 


were made and carried out, it would | 


certainly tend to dislocate a certain 


portion of our trade, and that it would | 
infallibly diminish a certain portion of | 


our exports which pay for those imports 
which would be thereby checked. But 
if, after full examination, His Majesty’s 


Government had reason to suppose that | 
by a threat or the imposition of duties of 


The Duke of Devonshire. 


Iadmit that I am extremely | 


Well, this argument rather appeals to 
‘me. I happen to be considerably inter- 
ested in the iron and steel industry as 
| chairman of an iron and steel company, 
and I quite admit that it would be rather 
an attractive prospect to me to be re- 
lieved of American competition in our 
_market and to be able thereby to 
charge higher prices to our customers 
at home. I have no doubt that if a 
tariff reformer were to go to Barrow-in- 
| Furness and make the same suggestion 
to the workmen in our works they would 
'see it in the same light as I do. But, in 
my opinion, Parliament has got to look a 
little further than the interests either of 
‘iron and steel companies, or even of the 
workmen engaged in this industry. 


It is admitted that we cannot succeed 
‘in what we all desire to do—in opening 
the American market to our iron pro- 
| ducts; but, as a compensation, we are to 
be protected against competition in our 
own. Now the competition to which we 
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are exposed is essentially of a temporary 
and fitful character; it is a competition 
of that kind which is now described as 
“dumping”; it is the occasional export 
by America or by Germany of a portion 
of their over-production which has been 
fostered by their protective tariffs, and by 
their trusts which have grown up under 
protective tariffs. A portion of that over- 
productionis priced below thecost of manu- 
facture. But that competition must in its 
nature be of a temporary character. In 
order to relieve us from that temporary 
inconvenience we are to be compensated 
by a permanent protective duty. It is 
not easy to see that our power of com- 
peting in neutral markets would be 
increased by the adoption of that proposal. 
If America or Germany want to “dump ” 
they will “dump” somewhere. If they 
cannot “dump” here, they will be driven 
to “dumping” -in neutral markets in 
which we compete with them. 


What this tariff would do would be 
permanently to raise the price of our 
products to our home customers. Who 
are our home customers? Nobody that 
I am aware of buys iron or steel to look 
at orto putin his pocket. The purchasers 
of iron and steel are a thousand different 
classes of manufacturers who convert iron 
and steel into hundreds and thousands of 
articles of general utility and advantage. 
Well, if the price of their material is raised 
t» them, they also must be protected— 
the price of the article which they pro- 
duce will also be raised, their consumption 
will be necessarily reduced, and the effect 
of this proposal would be that production 
would be diminished, and that a large 
number of workmen in these subsiduary 
industries—a far larger number than are 
employed in the ironmasters’ works— 
would have their employment by so much 
reduced. I think it is a fair question to 
put to His Majesty’s Government 
whether the proposal which I have just 
described comes under the head of pro- 
tection, or whether it comes under the 
head of retaliation. If the answer is that 
such a policy ashas been recommended by 
The Times comes under the head of re- 
t liation, I think the country will be in a 
better position to judge than it is now of 
the consequences which may follow the 
adoption of the policy which was so 
simply described to usin a couple of words. 
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There is one point on which I desire to 
say a word, which seems to me more 
important even than the discovery of the 
proposals of the Government itself. It 
is the relation of the Government to the 
Unionist organisations which largely 
control the policy indicated by the tariff 
reformers. What are we all looking to? 
We know we are all looking to the future 
general election, to the preparations to 
be made for that general election, and 
the results of thatelection. The Govern- 
ment are using the whole of their influence 
to ensure that the results of that election 
should be a mandate for a chahge of 
some kind or another in our present fiscal 
policy. This is their irreducible minimum, 
and unless a candidate is prepared to 
proclaim himself a fiscal reformer of one 
kind or another he is no longer permitted 
to be a loyal supporter of the Government. 
Sometimes they profess a mild preference 
for their own proposals over the more 
extreme proposals of the Tariff Reform 
League. Some of them do not conceal, 
however, their sympathy with the more 
extended proposals than their own; but 
in no case, so far as I am aware, is the 
influence of the Government exerted, or 
will it be exerted, to impose any limit 
whatever on the extent to which their 
supporters may legitimately commit 
themselves, I submit that this attitude 
on the part of the Government is unfair 
to many of their supporters who desire 
to give them a loyal support. 


I think we have a right to ask that 
there should be a superior limit as well 
as an irreducible minimum. Some of us 
here, and some of those who in the other 
House voted for the Amendment moved 
the other day, have endeavoured to 
induce the Government to fix some such 
superior limit; but bitherto our en- 
deavours have been without success. I 
believe and I trust that the whole of His 
Majesty’s Government are not committed 
to a policy of undisguised preference, 
protective taxation of food, or to the 
imposition of an all-round duty. But 
what is the use of the protests which 
some of them have made if they take no 
steps to secure that their protests shall 
be effective? And unless they take 
some steps to prevent the return fto 
Parliament of candidates who are pledged 
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to protection and preference, 
responsibility of those members of 
the Government who are not pre- 
pared to go to these full 
will not be, in my _ opinion, 
charged if by their possible future 
resignations they decline a verdict on the 


part of the country which they have. 


themselves been instrumental in obtaining 
and which by timely action on their part 
they might have averted. 


There is only one hypothesis on which 
this attitude on their part can be justified. 
It is that in their judgment these 
questions are of minor importance as 
compared with the maintenance of the 
Unionist Party for other purposes—for 
purposes, I acknowledge, great and im- 
portant, perhaps of resisting any revival 
of the Home Rule policy, of maintainin 
the principles of the Education Act, and, 
for all I know, there may be many others ; 
but in comparison with these they hold 
that the most sweeping changes in our 
fiscal policy are matters of minor import- 
ance. I acknowledge that I am unable to 
hold this view, for I believe there is no 
subject which is the least likely to occupy 
the immediate or early attention of 
Parliament which compares in importance 
with that of the principles on which our 
fiscal policy is in the future to be based. 
In saying this I think Iam taking a more 
consistent position than that which was 
taken by Lord Selborne last night. He 
reminded us that we were risking the 
existence of the great Unionist Party ? 
But what are he and his friends doing ? 
Are they doing nothing to risk the 


lengths | 


| associations, and that they necessarily support 


dis- | 


{LORDS} 
the | 
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' make no difference with regard to the candidates 


| 
| 


' question. 


‘at the next general election. 


existence of the great Unionist Party 1 | 


He has not even the excuse of thinking 
that these are great matters, for he told 
us that he considered that a wholly 
exaggerated importance was attached to 
the question both by the advocates and 
opponents of protection. 


There are certain compensations for 
the absence of the Leader of the other 
House and for his place being occupied by 


Mr. Akers Douglas, who, speaking the | | ppose the imposition of a protective 


other day, gave some novel definitions of 
the principles of Cabinet responsibility. 
He said— 


“The noble Lord wants to know whether hon. | 


Members supporting the Sheffield policy and 
hon. Members supporting a more advanced 
policy will receive the same support from the 
Conservative associations. 
long as they receive the support of their local 
associations, and my hon. friend the Secretary of 


The Duke of Devonshire. 


I say certainly, as | 


who are standing now; but the cdndition 
must be that they are supported by the local 


the policy of the Government. How else would 


hon. members have it?” 

I think that is a very frank expression 
of the opinions of an important mem)her 
of the Government on this part of the 
We know now who are to 
control the decision of the future fiscal 
policy of the Government. It is to be 
left to individual opinion and the action 
of the local associations. If by any pro- 
cess of wirepulling a sufficient number of 
local associations can be got to support 
the policy of the Tariff Reform League, 
then it is the policy of the Tariff Reform 
League only and not their own policy 
which will be submitted to the country 
I confess I 
am not content to leave the decisiun of 
this question in the hands of the local 
associations. Local associations are a 
necessary and important part of our 
political organisations ; but local associa- 
tions do not always, and frequently do 
not represent the opinions of the con- 
stituencies which they profess to repre- 
sent. 


I have been reproached with disloyalty 
to the Unionist Party for having advised 
free-traders to vote against protectionist 
candidates. I have given that advice. I 
have never advised any one to vote 
against candidates who were pledged to 
the policy of negotiation and retaliation 
—partly because, as I have already said, 
I do not know what that policy means. 
But I do advise every man who professes 
free-trade opinions, and does desire that 
freedom of exchange should not be dimin- 
ished but increased, to exact from every 
candidate who seeks to represent him in 
Parliament a pledge that he will oppose 
protection in whatever shape it may 
re-appear—to exact a pledge from the 
candidates that they will vote against 
protection, and that they will oppose 
protective taxes on food, that they will 


duty upon foreign manufactured goods ; 
and I will advise that, failing this pledge, 
he will refuse to support a candidate 
even if he professes to be a supporter of 
a Unionist Government. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatssury) : My Lords, I believe I am 
only expressing the views of every one of 
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{19 Fepruary 1904} 
my colleagues, that they regard the | free trade. 


departure of the noble Duke as a great | 


calamity, and I can hardly adequately 
express how his absence from our 
counsels is felt. The subject of the 
resignation of the noble Duke is one which 
I think may be fairly left to him. At 
least, as far as I am concerned, I absolutely 
refuse to discuss any part 5f that matter. 
[ am sure that in the eyes of his country- 
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That is a kind of trap into 
which speaker after speaker has fallen. 
Theyare not invited to fight that question, 
and those responsible for bringing the 
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_ subject forward at Sheffield and elsewhere 


men the noble Duke has said ‘and done | 


nothing that is inconsistent with the 
highest tone of honour. ‘Curning to the 
other part of the noble Duke’s speech, I 
confess I am a little surprised at the com- 
plete innocence the noble Duke appears to 
display as to the mode in which political 
matters are managed in Cabinets. I 


have over and over again repudiated 


the statement that it is necessary 
to take the part of free-trader or 
protectionist. I have my own views 


and will not, when necessary, hesitate to 
express them; but as a member of the 


Government, and responsible for what I 


| Say as representing my colleages, I have 


spoken no words in favour of protection, 


nor do I intend todo so to-night. Iclaim 


should have thought the noble Duke's | 


experience would have led him to speak 
less lightly of the opinions of local political 
associations. Another observation occurs 
to me upon the noble Duke’s remark, that 
he had never heard of a policy that could 
be expressed in two words. 
heard of Home Rule? No one has made 


Duke himself as to the necessity of dis- 
tinguishing between the official acts, the 
official programme, of a Government and 
the individual opinions of the members of 
a Government : and until there is that 
official programme, and something which 
the Government as a Government is 
supporting, I should have thought there 
was no right to inquire into the individual 
opinions of different members of a 
Government. The noble Duke quoted a 
celebrated passage from a speech by Lord 
Macaulay, in which he pointed out that 
great and import:nt issues before the 
country had been advocated by members 
of a Cabinet and denounced by other 
members of the same Cabinet. I do not 
know whether the noble Duke has altered 
his views since 15th June last. I am afraid 
I shall have to call the noble Duke’s 
attention to observations he then made on 
the subject ; but on this part of it I am 
a little surprised to find the noble Duke 
expressing his view that a member is open 
to have his expressed opinion challenged 
by his colleagues and a declaration made 
by the Government. 


Before proceeding further, I wish to 
make a protest ayainst the impression, 
which the noble ‘Duke has acted upon 
for the last twenty minutes, that the 
House is 


discussing protection and 


Has he ever | 


a more effective stand than the noble | 2°: 


to have my views unchallenged until 
I say or do something for which the 
Government will be responsible. Itis not 
a discussion upon any proposal of the 
Government, and when the noble Duke 
said he did not understand the measures 
Suggested by the Prime Minister at the 
time of his resignation he could not have 
meant to convey that measures were ac- 
tually suggested, for certainly they were 
Not now is there any specific pro- 
posal from the Government in question, 
but we are challenged by the noble Earl 
to say what we are going to do or say in 
the country. That is what it comes to; 
and, forsooth, His Majesty’s Ministers are 
challenged on their views without respect 


_to any specific measure capable of being 


discussed. It is one thing to speak of a 
policy of retaliation, or what, in other 
words, the noble Duke more accurately 
described as freedom to negotiate with 
other countries; but what is it? Who 
has given the right to challenge members 
of the Government upon what they are 
going to do, or what they are going tosay, 
or what they are going to propose? What 
has been suggested is an inquiry, an in- 
quiry among themselves to determine 
what they should propose to Parliament. 
That was what was suggested ; and I think 
T may claim the authority of the noble 


| Duke for considering this a reasonable 


and proper thing to do, and one would 
suppose that the natural result would be 
that, when a conclusion came to be arrived 
at as to what was the right thing to do, 
then a full discussion would proceed as to 
a general policy andits details. Buthere 
the House is discussing nothing in par- 
ticular and speakers attribute anything 
they please as to possible proposals His 
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Majesty’s. Government may hereaiter 
submit. 


I observe that not only did the 
noble Earl who initiated this discussion 
suggest that a policy should be declared, 
but that the Government should be bound 
by a Resolution of the House as to the 
particular form which a proposal should 
take. It is a very remarkable thing as a 
-matter of constitutional curiosity, and I 
think it should be handed down to the 
future as a precedent which ought to be 
avoided. On 15th June there was a dis- 
cussion not very unlike others heard in 
the House when this subject is raised, 
and the noble Duke on that occasion used 
words in which, alluding to the line taken 
by noble Lords opposite that inquiry 
into the present system was not even 
permissible, he said they would— 

__ “* Find themselves compelled, whether they 
liked it or not, to take their share in this grand 
inquest of the nation which was to be opened.” 

But from what the noble Duke has 
just said, itdoes not appear that his mind 
is 80 open as to whether there should be 
this grand inquest or not. 


THE Duxe or DEVONSHIRE: I 
thought the inquiry had been concluded, 
and that the Government had arrived at a 
conclusion to reverse the fiscal policy of 
the last two generations. 


Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: From 
what did the noble Duke infer that the 
inquiry was concluded ? 


Tue Duxe or DEVONSHIRE: The 
decision. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: What 
decision? I have not heard of any 
decision to reverse the fiscal policy of the 
country. On the contrary, one of the 
most frequent complaints on both sides is 
that no decision has been announced. 
All through his observations to-night the 
noble Duke referred to free trade; but in 
the course of his former speech he very 
justly said we never had free trade, but 
only free imports. How the noble Duke 
can have come to the conclusion that 
the inquiry was concluded is one of 
those mysteries which I am not able to 
solve. I was under the impression, 
until the noble Duke spoke, that we 


The Earl of Halsbury. 


{LORDS} 
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were still piling up statistics, and were 
still engaged in “the grand inquest.” 
What the noble Duke said in June was 
good common sense, and ought to be 
acted on—that a great evil undoubtedly 
exists, and that it ought to be remedied 
in some way or another. Thenoble Duke 
said.with great force that the circumstances 
had completely changed, and that, in- 
stead of manufacturing as we had for- 
merly dorie for the whole world, we were 
being surrounded by hostile tariffs. What 
was to be done was to inquire in what 
way that great evil could be remedied. 
Is it, or is it not, an evil that we are being 
shut out from every market in the world, 
and, if it is, are those charged with the 
Government of the country not under 
some obligation to endeavour to apply a 
remedy? And if there is no remedy but 
retaliation, what is the objection? At 
present, if we go to France or Germany 
and say, “Will you let our goods in free 
if we let your goods in free?” the answer 
we should receive from these countries 
would te, “ Our goods go in free already. 
You have nothing to offer us. Why 
should we give you anything, when you 
have nothing to give us in return?” 
Whoever heard of a bargain in which one 
partner began by saying, “I have nothing 
to give you ; please give me something ?” 


It is not unnatural that the Govern- 
ment should endeavour in some way to 
get rid of the evil inflicted on this country 
and its commerce by high tariffs. But it 
is said retaliation would be ineffectual, 
that it would lead either to a tariff war, 
which would be injurious to both parties, 
or to the duties put on being made per- 
petual, and thus protection would be 
introduced. I admit that a commercial 
war may be injurious; but if it were 
known that we would go into commercial 
werfare with a weapon that we could use, 
our antagonists would be a little chary of 
challenging us by raising their tariffs. 
The objection to the present system is 
that every country may bring its goods to 
our shores and seriously injure our indus- 
tries by underselling us, and we have no 
power to resist them. That injury is 
being done cannot be denied. But it is 
said we must take a wider view. I agree 
that we must not confine our view to one 
industry, but must look to the prosperity 
and interest of the whole country. But, 
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on the other hand, we must remember 
that the whole country is made up of its 
different parts. How many of its indus- 
tries may be destroyed with impunity ? 
It is interesting to observe the different 
forms in which the attack on the Govern- 
ment has been made; and until the 
Government themselves determine on 
which line of defence they will place them- 
selves, I suppose they may be justly abused 
by both sides—by those who complain that 
Ministers are not sufficiently protectionists 
and by those who assert that their policy 
would lead to the taxation of food. 


The Government should be judged by 
their professions. They have put forward 
no concrete policy. All that is before 
the country is the Prime Minister's 
statement that he is prepared to reverse 
the policy that no duty could ever be 
imposed except for the purposes of 
revenue. If there is an evil to be met, is 
it right to take the leading principle of 
the Sheffield speech and of the pamphlet | 
—and there is, I assert, no difference | 
between the the private paper and the 
pamphlet in this respect ? The principle 
is that the country has a right to say to | 
other countries, “Unless your fiscal 
system is so altered that our goods may 
get into your markets, we shall refuse to 
let your goods into our markets.” All 
that is claimed is that that liberty should 
exist. The form in which and the extent 
to which that should be done are neces- 
sarily matters of detail. But that that 
should be the leading principle is all the | 
Prime Minister has ever said. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, I fully share the opinion which 
has been expressed by the noble and 
learned Earl on the Woolsack, that the 
Question on the Paper is a very narrow 
one. I also agree with him that there 
has been considerable digression during 
the debate, but that digression is quite 
natural, and I do not think that any 
member of His Majesty’s Government 
will complain either that inquiries have 
been made or that digression has 
occurred. I am sure there are many in 
this House who would wish to offer to 
His Majesty’s Government their con- 
gratulation upon the two recruits they 
have obtained on the Front Bench. The 
speech of the noble Marquess Lord 
Salisbury and of the noble Earl Lord 
Donoughmore were speeches of good 
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qualities, and I think the Government may 
be congratulated on obtainingsuch recruits. 
My Lords, I have been accustomed for 
years to treat everything which the 
noble and learned Lord on the Woolsack 
says with great respect, and I do so now ; 
but he has propounded a doctrine which 
has fallen on my ears with strange sound. 
Tie Government claim the right to 
appeal to the country to-morrow, or any 
day, for a mandate of the greatest im- 
portance ; yet, when details are asked 
for, my noble and learned friend replies, 
“What right have you to make any 
inquiry as to what that mandate is to be 
for?” I contend that, if the fullest 
information on the subject is not obtained 
in Parliament, the country will have 
actually placed before it the nature of 
the mandate at twenty-four hours notice, 
and they will have to determine upon it 
in ignorance. That is not the way to 
obtain the genuine opinion of the country 
on any great question. 


The noble and learned Earl, referring 
to the observation of the noble Duke as to 


| his inability to understand the meaning of 


a policy which was represented by two 
words, quoted the case of Home Rule. 
Of course, the meaning of those two 
words was clearly understood, for Irish 
politicians had been for years explaining 
to the country what Home Rule was; 
and Mr. Gladstone never consulted the 
country on Home Rule until he had in- 
troduced the Bill of 1886 with all its details 
Not till then did he ask the country to 
express its opinion. No one, I think, 
ought to deny to Parliament the right of 
investigation as to the nature of the 
mandate to be asked for by, and as to 
the policy of, His Majesty’s Government. 
The speech of the Marquess of Salisbury 
was satisfactory so far as it went. He 
said the policy of the Government was 
that of supporting free trade. He went 
on to say that protection threw a burden 
on the consumer and gave a benefit to 
the producer. That is very satisfactory. 
But he was only playing the part which 
Mr. Gerald Balfour played in the other 
House of Parliament. We afterwards 
had the remarkable speech delivered by 
Lord Selborne. I am sure the noble 
Earl the First Lord of the Admiralty 
knows that it is irapossible for me to say 
a discourteous word in regard to him, 
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But the noble Earl seemed to be suffer- 
ing from a suppressed attack of protec- 
tion. Let us see what my noble friend 
said. He raised a question which is 
important from many points of view, 
because it is a purely protectionist point 
of view. Having had a great deal to do 
with the Unionist Party both on its plat- 
forms and in regard to its policy, I wish 
to ask my noble friend to consider the 
ffeet of his words upon the fortunes of 
the Unionist Party. He has stated that 
in the protectionist period, ten or fifteen 
years before free trade, this country 
.existed in a state of prosperity. Well, 
the people who were interested in the 
prosperity of this country will be sur- 
prised to hear that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment regard the state of things existing 
‘before free trade as a prosperous state of 
things. 


*Tue Eart or SELBORNE: I must 
jbe allowed to state my point in my own 
way. The noble Duke had stated that 
there was no period of prosperity before 
the repeal of the Corn Laws, and I 
pointed out that it was prosperous 
according to the opinionof the period. I 
pointed out that prosperity was a com- 
parative term, and the standard of com- 
parison was the experience of the world 
at the given moment, and I proved from 
contemporary records that in the opinion 
of that time, before the repeal of the 
Corn Laws, the period had been con- 
sidered a prosperous one. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: That 
is exactly what I am traversing. No 
doubt, after the French War thiscountry 
recuperated, and our manufactures 
flourished. Steamships were built, 
and from the capitalists’ point 
of view there was no doubt an increased 
prosperity, but that was not the 
prosperity of the country. May I say 
that if my noble friend had lived as long 
as I have he would not have said that 
that period was a prosperous one. I can 
recollect when those who looked out at 
night saw the fires burning from the 
agricultural homesteads, when reports 
came in of the breaking up of machinery, 
when lawless men scoured the country 
and raided the inns. The miners of 
Wales were marching on Newport, and 
I remember standing by the main road 


Lord James of Hereford. 
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to learn whether the Queen’s mail coach 
| had been captured by those rebels. Our 
| gaols were full, and men were being tried 
for sedition and treason. All this did 
not proceed from political disaffection 
and wrong, or from bad laws, but it pro- 
ceeded from one cause alone, and it was 
tnat men were starving and wanted food, 
and had to fight in defence of their very 
lives; and they had to break the 
law in order to make their grievances 
known. Many of your Lordships may 
have seen a graphic account of the 
state of the country during the time 
which my noble friend Lord Selborne 
says was a prosperous time. That 
account says that the whole of the 
labourers in the agricultural districts 
were on the verge of starvation; 
that the poor rates were 20s. in the 
pound; that the large towns were like 
beleaguered cities, so dreadful was the 
destitution and misery which prevailed 
in them; that people walked the streets 
like gaunt shadows, and not like human 
beings; that bread was so dear that 
few were able to buy it, and we were on 
the verge of a revolution when the Corn 
Laws were repealed. Then is given the 
anecdote about the pinch of curry powder. 
That was the description given by an 
accurate and truthful historian of 
events, for that is the record of Mr. 
Chamberlain himself. I am not seeking 
to introduce anything in the way of a 
taunt to my right hon. friend, but this 
description represents history, and 
I take it that this description is 
true, yet my noble friend says those 
were prosperous times. People at 
that time may have looked to the 
capitalists of the country, and thought 
that if the capitalists were prosperous the 
country was prosperous. They are now 
looking towards the Tariff Commission,and 
saying that this country is prosperous, 
but they do not go into the cottages of 
the people and learn for themselves the 
suffering that comes from the want of 
food. My noble friend Lord Selborne 
said if there had been any amelioration 
of that state of things it did not result 
from free trade. 


*Toe Eart or SELBORNE: 
free imports. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD : Yes; 


I said 


| imports and free food comingin untaxed. 
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Your Lordships will remember that the 
agitation for free trade commenced in 
the year 1849, and in the year 1852 the 
Government of Lord Derby was formed, 
and at the end of that year free trade 
had only been in operation some three 
years. A question arose, on the Motion 
of Mr. Charles Villiers, whether free trade 
was a doctrine that ought to be supported, 
and a discussion took place in December, 
1853, as to what should be the opinion 
of the House on that subject. At that 
time Mr. Disraeli, as Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, was the Leader of the House, 
and he then expressed a wish that the 
Resolution proposed and the question it 
raised should be definitely cleared up, and 
in the course of that discussion, which 
was rather conversational, Mr. Disraeli 
said— 

** Under these circumstances we endeavoured 
to draw up a distinct Resolution which we con- 
sidered would conciliate your opinion to such a 
degree that we hoped it would be accepted. I 
have not the Resolution at hand, but I suffi- 
ciently recollect it to know that it most un- 
questionably declared the opinion that the 
welfare of the working classes was attributable 
tu the cheapness of provisions occasioned by 
recent legislation.” 


That was the opinion of Lord Derby’s 
Cabinet, and Mr. Disraeli was willing to 
bring forward that Amendment expressly 
in the terms which I have mentioned, 
stating that it was the opinion of the 
House that the amelioration of the 
working classes had been affected by 
means of free imports, and that it was in 
consequence of the cheapness of food, 
resulting from that legislation, that the 
working classes had had their position 
altered for the better. It turns out that 
whilst new there are members of the 
present Government saying that such is 
not the case, the colleagues of Lord Derby, 
Mr. Disraeli, Mr. Walpole, Sir J. Paking- 
ton, and every member of the Government 
of 1852, went into the Lobby and 
voted that such had been the result of 
free trade in ameliorating the condition 
of the working classes, and congratulating 
the country that the previous state of 
things had been changed. Not only 
the Government, but 486 Members 
of the House of Commons, voted that such 
was the result in 1852, and now it is left 
to the year 1904 for us to be told that 
such was not the case, and that there was 
no improvement for the working classes 
May 
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I mention, in passing, that I think we are 
to be congratulated upon the fact that one 
Member of your Lordships’ House, 
most highly regarded, most highly 
venerated, still remains amongst us, who 
was a member of that Cabinet, and if he 
were here to-night—I allude to the Lord 
John Manners of 1852—I think he 
would readily confirm that, protec- 
tionist as he was, he voted in 
favour of that declaration, and also, 


if he had _ been present to-night, 
he might have told us how it 
was that he voted for such a 


Resolution. I hope that this statement 
of my noble friend has now been pretty 
well disposed of, and I hope he will believe 
Mr. Chamberlain if he does not believe 
me. He has now got the statement on 
this point of the old protectionist Party, 
and I ask him to listen to such evidence 
and not rely upon persons less worthy of 
credence. 


PerhapsI may anticipate for a moment 
what we shall have to deal with. There 
is one delivered statement which I am 
sure will affect public opinion to a great 
extent. The Lord Chancellor says that 
we have no right to ask the Government 
what their opinions are individually. I 
know I have no right to do that, but 
after his speech I am inclined to suspect 
them, and I think that my suspicions are 
well founded. We know the opinion of 
many members of the Government. 
Without breaking the canons of privacy, 
we know pretty well what the views of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer are. I 
think I have a suspicion, from what my 
right hon. friend Mr. Alfred Lyttelton 
has said, what he means. You may call 
his opinions pious opinions if you like, 
but still they are his opinions, and the 
Lord Chancellor cannot object to my 
stating that Mr. Lyttelton has told us 
that we cannot put. preferential tariffs 
on one side. My noble friend Lord 
Selborne says that the Government 
are free-traders, and he says they 
will not ban preferential tariffs. I 
suppose that means they will not oppose 
them. Is that the policy of the Govern- 
ment? When these views are placed 
before the country we wish to know 
what the policy of the Government is in 
regardtothem; but when we hear Ministers 
in the House of Commons telling us that 
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they are in favour of these protectionist 
views, then we are told by the Lord 
Chancellor that we have no right to 
inquire what the views of the 
Government are individually. Have the 
governed no right to know the opinions of 
those who govern? Is it possible to hear 
these individual opinicns and for us to be 
- satisfied while the Government say ‘‘ We 
will some time or other tell you what our 
opinions are?” I would ask my noble 
friend on the Woolsack to say whether 
the Government will tell us this after the 
next general election or before it. We 
must have some statement on this 
question. The people of this country 
are not constitutional lawyers, and if you 
are going to ask them to vote some time 
or other you must tell them what they 
are going to vote upon. Itis no good 
telling them after they have voted. It 
may ke negotiation and retaliation, and 
if it is, then you would have their tanners 
inscribed with those words, and you 
would tell the farmer and agricultural 
labourer “‘ That is sufficient for you, and 
we will not tell you any more.” I feel 
seriously in regard to the fortunes 
of the Unionist Party, and I say 
that such strategy is placing the 
Unionist Party in very great peril. 
If you tell the farmer that your policy is 
retaliation he will ask you what it is you 
are going to retaliate upon. He will ask 
whether it is upon agricultural implements 
or the chemicals he uses upon the land. 
My noble friend says, “ We are not going 
to tell you, but we shall leave it to the 
new Parliament and they will tell you.” 
I assure my noble friend that the Unionist 
Party will stand in great peril in conse- 
quence of this state of things. You are 
practically telling the agricultural 
Jabourer, “You are to have this great 
policy of retaliation and negotiation and 
what more can you want?” Hewill ask 
you, what are you going to tax for retalia- 
tion? I think in this way you come 
down to a very low level and a very 
commonplace level, but it is a very 
practical level and you cannot avoid 
being placed in such a position. 


May I ask my noble friend the Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs if he speaks to-night to 
answer one or two questions. In the 
first place I want to ask what is the 
mandate that he expects from the 


Lord James of Hereford. 


{LORDS} 





country. Isuppose he will accept the view 
of my noble friend on the Woolsack and 
he will say, “I shall tell the electors they 
will vote for retaliation and negotiation.” 
Isuppose I must take that answer. Now 
let me ask my noble friend how is he 
going to take the opinion of the country 
upon negotiation and retaliation? How 
are you going to obtain your vote upon 
that mandate? How are you going to 
separate it from the rest of the proposals 
in your programme? Suppose you are 
placed between a free-trader and a 
supporter of Mr. Chamberlain—how are 
you going to get a vote for the Govern- 
ment under those circumstances upon 
retaliation and negotiation? There will 
be men who will not attach impor- 
tance to their vote upon that ques- 
tion, but they will desire to vote 
upon education and Chinese labour, and 
all those subjects that engage the atten- 
tion of the public, and how can you 
separate that question from all the other 
questions which will confront the 
elector? There is one way you can do 
this, and it is for the Government to 
frankly place their propositions before 
Parliament and before the country, and 
then you can place them properly before 
the electors. When I contested my first 
election in 1868 there was one question 
before the public, and this course was 
taken through the statesmanship of a 
man who knew the necessity for obtain- 
ing mandates. In the year 1868 Mr. 
Gladstone brought forward certain Reso- 
lutions in the House of Commons de- 
claring the necessity of disestablishing 
the Irish Church, and he stated precisely 
the manner in which it was to take place, 
and every Liberal candidate had that 
question in his mind, and at every 
meeting I read this and used it, and I 
obtained my majority by virtue of being 
able to tell the people what it was the 
Prime Minister required. But we have 
not got anything like that now, for here 
you are mixing up this question with 
the general policy of the Government. 
If you take that course the demand of the 
Government will be driven into the back- 
ground. It will be Mr. Chamberlain’s 
policy that we shall have to fight, and 
this Government, asking for a mandate so 
obtained, will have no proof that the 
people have ever expressed an opinion 
upon that question. My noble friend 
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is the Foreign Secretary, and he will have | 
to deal with this question of retaliation. | 
If the election is carried on in this man- | 
ner, how will my noble friend be able to | 
say to Foreign Ministers that the people of | 
this country have declared in favour of | 
retaliation. The natural reply will be, | 
“You have not found out the opinion of | 
the people of your country, and even if | 
there is a majority in favour of the 
Government it is not a majority in favour 
of retaliation, because three-fourths of the 
electors may support Mr. Chamberlain. 
And my noble friend will have no 
power of negotiation if the Government 
will not be more explicit to show 
that the opinion of the electors 
has been declared. Does my noble 
friend know yet if the Government have 
formulated anything in the shape 
of retaliation? Has it been thought 
over what my noble friend is going 
to say to each particular country ? 
Has he ascertained what he will say to 
Russia, or what he is going to tax? We 
have a positive promise that there shall 
be no taxation of food, and in the face of 
that, what can be said to Russia or 
America, which are the two countries 
whose imports you wish most to shut 
out. I fancy that when my noble friend 
comes to threaten, it will be a practice 
contrary to his nature, and he will not be 
able to threaten without knowing he is 
going to act. If my noble friend takes 
that course, he will ponder long before 
he will advise this country to enter into 
a war of retaliation. 


There is another question I wish to 
ask. It is rather unfortunate that 


this debate was not postponed for, 


a few days, in order that every 
Member of this House might have 
read this Blue-book, which contains an 
account of retaliation and tariff wars. 
I should like my noble friend’s opinion as 
to the results of those destructive wars 
which have taken place, and which are 
discussed in this Blue-book. Probably 
none of your Lordships have had time to 
peruse the contents of this Blue-book, 
but you must have had time to learn the 
destruction to the trade of Italy and 
France. Take the relative proportion of 


our commerce, and apply the same 
measure of destruction to our commerce | 
that occurred in Italy, France, and | 
Switzerland, and what can compensate | 
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us for the utter destruction to trade 
that would take place whilst that loss 
existed, and during the long time 
which would occur before that loss was 
made good. The opinion of my noble 
friend upon that record condemning 
the policy of retaliation with the 
strength which is contained in that Blue- 
book will be of the greatest value to the 
House, and I am sure that my noble 
friend will give us the assistance of his 
advice frankly and completely. 


Policy. 


There are only one or two more matters 
that I feel I ought to detain your Lord- 
ships with. This Resolution that is sugges- 
ted is a very simple one. We ask simply 


| that the control of Parliament shall be 


maintained to the fullest. I do not 
understand what my noble friend’s reason 
is for saying that this Resolution was 
framed so as to control future Parliaments, 
for there is no power to control future 
Parliaments. This is an expression of 
opinion of this Parliament. One Parlia- 
ment cannot control another, and there- 
fore the Amendment that has been 
proposed on the part of the Government 
does not carry us one step further, and 
it is not an Amendment that anybody 
can attach any importance to. I do not 
see how any one can object to the Motion 
of Lord Crewe. The Government could 
not object to it; and so, to give the 
House an opportunity of voting upon 
something else, this Amendment was put 
in. No one wants to bind future Parlia- 
ments, and the Government must not be 
taken to be opposing Lord Crewe’s Motion 
by virtue of this Amendment, because it 
means nothing. My noble friend Lord 
Selborne last night informed us Unionists 
that we stood in great peril, and he 
warned us that we were taking a part in 
public affairs which may cause us to be 
associated with men with whom we differ. 
Well, my Lords, I will take that warning 
to heart. I have no wish to leave the 
Unionist Party, but I have to ask my 
noble friend and his colleagues to save us 
from becoming a protectionist Party. 
If you are going to allow us.to drift into 
the position of being a protectionist Party, 
we, believing that such policy will 
be fatal to the cause of Unionism, refuse 
to listen to an appeal which asks us to 
strike a blow against the principles to 
which we are devoted. You say it 
N 
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is important that a _ particular 
kind of fiscal policy other than free trade 
should exist. We claim that free trade 
is a necessity of the greatness of this 
Empire throughout and we cannot yield 
or forego it in order to bring success to 
any Party upon issues of secondary impor- 
tance. I know that we are told that we are 
loyally to consider the claims of Party 
and I admit the obligation. There is, 
however, one duty which to me is higher 
than Party, and that is duty that I owe 
to my neighbour. I have for some years 
lived in an agricultural district where 
wages are of the lowest and I know some- 
thing of what takes place in the homes of 
these who toil, and I have learned from 
observation that there is no margin 
between the receipts of these men and the 
expenditure they have to incur. There- 
fore I cannot and will not bring myself to 
add ene farthing to the burdens of these 
men struggling day after day to keep off 
poverty from their houses and to find 
sufficient for those who have claims upon 
them. When we consider the burdens 
that are to be cast upon these people we 
are told that we should think Imperially. 
The best way to think Imperially is to let 
our minds dwell upon the foundation and 
the bed-rockof Empire. Our Empire rests 
above all things upon the contentment of 
its people. Our Empire throughout the 
world must look for its strength and 
foundation to the contentment and loyalty 
of the people of these islands. Will you 
be acting wisely in the interests of that 
Empire which makes an appeal to you, by 
doing anything to check the contentment 
and loyalty of the people by an unjust 
and class law ? 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: I do not rise 
for the purpose of answering the speech 
of the noble Lord who has just sat down, 
for I am in accord with his stalwart pro- 
fession of free trade, and I listened to his 
able discourse with an admiration which, 
Tam sure, will be shared by all his fellow- 
countrymen who read it when it is re- 
ported in the papers to-morrow. But 
my Lords, there have been other speeches 
in this debate, and I am put somewhat in 


a difficulty about them, because they have | 
|My noble friend Lord James has referred 


already been answered by previous 


speakers better than I could have} 


answered them myself. I must say that 


{LORDS} 
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of the noble and learned Lord on the 


Woolsack. The object of my noble 
friend Lord Crewe’s Amendment is to 
endeavour to extract from the Govern- 


‘ment what their policy is and what it 


means. There has been no doubt some 
very great difficulty in the country, for 
some time past, arising from our failure 
to get an understanding on this subject. 
There has been a debate in the House of 
Commons during the last week, but I do 
not think we learned very much from it. 
There were speeches by members of the 
Cabinet last night and still we are in 
doubt as to their meaning, and I did hope 
that when the noble Lord rose from the 
Woolsack he would have, in common 
parlance, cleared the air. I may be 
denser than other people, but I am bound 
to say that the way the noble Lord 
cleared the air reminded me of one of our 
fogs in the atmosphere of London on a 
day in November. The noble Lord on 
the Woolsack said that we ought not to 
challenge the Government as to what 
they are going to say. No, my Lords, 
we do not challenge them on what they 
are going to say, but we challenge 
them on what they have already 
said. Iam bound to say that they have 
spoken both in the country and in 
Parliament with very different voices. 
Last night we were privileged to listen to 
two members of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. One was the noble Marquess 
opposite, and if he will allow me I will 
venture, as an old colleague of his 
in the House of Commons, to congratulate 
him upon his appearance in this House 
and upon his speech. If I might be 
allowed to express my opinion as to these 
two speeches I should venture to say that 
the speech of my noble friend Lord Sel- 
bourne was that of a good protectionist 
struggling with the disadvantages of free 
trade, and the speech of Lord Salisbury 
was that of a good free-trader struggling 
with the disadvantages of protection. 
On one thing they were both agreed at 
any rate, and that is that however great 
the disadvantages of protection or free 
trade might be, after all, they were quite 
willing to sink their differences in order to 
present a commonfrontto the common foe. 


to certain portions of the noble Earl’s 
speech, and I am bound to say that I 


I was deeply disappointed by the speech shared last night the same impression as 


Lord James of Hereford. 
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he seemed to share as to the meaning of | that subject with infinitely greater ability 
my noble friend’s words. It appears to| than I can claim to possess. I have 
me that the noble Earl seemed to rejoice | another reason for not doing so, and that 
in his recollection of the halcyon days | is that during the last six months it has 
that preceded the repeal of the Corn Laws, | been my lot, as it has been the lot of a 
and he told us that the state of the | great many others, to take an interest in 
country was of a most prosperous des- | politics, to expand every argument which 
cription at that time. I have not the | I have onthe subject,on many platforms 
slightest doubt that the state of England | in many parts of the country, and I was 
was very prosperous at that time. We | fearful, my Lords, lest I should be 
were then, as we are now, the greatest | betrayed into repeating to your Lordships 
commercial nation in the world. It was | some of those rhetorical efforts, and when 
not avery long time before 1846 that we | I tell you that the shortest of them takes 
were called “a nation of shopkeepers,” | something like one hour and a half to 
and I expect that was applied to us as | deliver, I am sure I shall have the agree- 
much out of jealousy of our prosperity as | ment of your Lordships on the present 
a sort of innuendo against our manners. | occasion when I say that I do not intend 
The noble Lord mentioned the name of | to make any such effort here. There is, 
Sir Robert Peel, and he told us that one however, one exception I should like 
of the reasons why Sir Robert Peel to be permitted to dwell upon. I should 
changed his opinions and adopted free like to speak upon agriculture and how it 
trade was that from the height of pros- has been affected by the policy of the 
perity that existed in this country before | Government, and if I may be permitted to 
1846 he saw a glimmering of that depres- | do so without being corrected by the 
sion which was about to fall upon this Lord Chancellor I should like to say how 
country, and he gave that as one of the agriculture would be affected by the 
reasons why Sir Robert Peel adopted | alternative policy of Mr. Chamberlain, 
free trade. I think with my noble because I observe that very many mem- 
friend Lord James that one of the| bers of His Majesty’s Government seem 
reasons why Sir Robert Peel to endorse and approve the views of Mr. 
adopted free trade was on account| Chamberlain, although they do not 
of the state of poverty existing among the approve of the means by which he is 
labouring classes in this country at that going to bring them about. My noble 
period, and I felt inclined, while the noble | friend Lord Crewe alluded last night in 
Karl was speaking, to read to him, if it had | the too short references, if I may say so, 
been within the Rules of the House, across | to the subject of agriculture as it refers 
the Table, the words Sir Robert Peel used | tothe Government position. It has often 
when he resigned office. He spokeof the | been a wonder to me since I have had 
goodwill existing in the abodes of those the honour of a seat in your Lordships’ 
whose lot it was to labour when they | House that so comparatively few debates 
recruited their exhausted strength with | on agricultural subjects are initiated in 
abundant and untaxed food. Anybody this House. Surely if there ever was an 
who could remember the days of poverty, | Assembly more interested in agriculture 
distress, and starvation amongst the | than another, it is the House of Lords. 
labouring classes, the burning of ricks,, We have amongst us many landowners 
and the bread riots at that time must see | and many practical farmers, and we have 
that, if the rich at that time were richer, | also those who are well acquainted with 
certainly the poor classes then were | practical farmers. It is perfectly true 
poorer and more miserable than they are | that up to the present moment we have 
now. no agricultural labourers here, but at any 
rate we have on both sides of the House 

I have not risen to refer to the| noble Earls who have taken a deep 
pros and cons of this high fiscal debate | interest in allotments and small holdings 
which has agitated the country since Mr. | which deeply affect that large labouring 
Chamberlain first declared war on free | class which I may be permitted to call 
trade in May last. I do not rise to do so, | the third estate of the agricultural com- 
because already in this House high! munity. I maysay, moreover, that in en- 
authorities have delivered themselves on | deavouring, as far as possible, to ascertain 
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how the policy of the Government affects 
the question of agriculture, although I am, 
as your Lordships are well aware, a most 
convinced free-trader, I have endeavoured 
to approach the subject simply from the 
view of one who is anxious to ascertain 
whether in the policy of the Government 
or in the policy of Mr. Chamberlain there 
can be any benefit conferred upon agri- 
culture, or whether, on the contrary, those 
policies will do injury to the agricultural 
classes. The position of agriculture, 
though it may be a little better during 
the last year or two, is not in the position 
that agriculturists would like to see, and I 
am quite sure that your Lordships will 
admit that fact. Landlords have, during 
the last fifteen or twenty years, lost large 
sums of capital which I am sorry to say 
there is no chance of them ever recover- 
ing. Farmers have lost capital and they 
have left their farms and been replaced 
by other farmers who, I am afraid, have 
not so much of that desirable capital as 
their predecessors. The only class which 
seems to me tohave prospered during the 
last twenty-five years is the large class 
of agricultural labourers, the purchasing 
power of whose wages is higher, and 
who are in a general sense infinitely 
better off than they were before the Corn 
Laws were removed. Now I should like 
to sayon myown behalf that having 
given the schemes of the Government as 
far as I can understand them—and I am 
bound to say that they are somewhat 
misty as regards the official programme 
of the Government—fair consideration, 
and having given the schemes of Mr. 
Chamberlain, as far as I can give them, 
full consideration, I have deliberately 
come to the conclusion that neither one 
nor the other will in any way benefit 
agriculture at all. On the contrary, I 
think there is very considerable danger 
that they will do agriculture a great deal 
of harm. 


With your Lordships’ permission 
I will first of all take what I would 
call the authorised programme of the 
Government, and then I will take, I will 
not call it the unauthorised but the semi- 
authorised programme of Mr. Cham- 
berlain. The authorised programme of 
the Government, as we understand it, is 
negotiation and retaliation, of which two 
retaliation is the one, I suppose, which is 

Lord Burghelere. 
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the most effective. Now how will 
retaliation affect agriculture? That isa 
question which I think agriculturists may 
very well put to themselves. We have 
had an authoritative statement in another 
place by the Home Secretary, speaking, I 
suppose, with the consent of the Prime 
Minister and with the assent of his 
colleagues in the Cabinet, and what did 
Mr. Akers Douglas say as to the meaning 
of what th» Government policy was. 
He said— 

“We are anxious to see a reduction in 
those hostile tariffs which have been injurious 
to the trade and commerce of the country. 

What hostile tariffs have been injurious 
to the trade and commerce of the country ? 
I do not gather much from the Govern- 
mentonthat point. Thereis some illumi- 
native light thrown upon it by the 
speeches of the late Colonia! Secretary, 
and if{ understand him aright then nearly 
every trade and industry is injured at the 
present moment by the hostile tariffs, and 
if Mr. Akers Douglas has truly stated the 
policy of the Government there is no 
trade and industry which may not be 
affected by retaliation and against which 
hostile tariffs may not be placed. Yes, 
there is one industry, and that we learn 
is the industry of agriculture. Nothing 
is to be done for agriculture, which Mr. 
Chamberlain has also told us in one of 
his speeches has practically been de- 
stroyed by free trade. I say deliberately 
that the Government do not intend to do 
anything for agriculture whilst they pro- 
tect the rest of the trade of this country, 
because Mr. Akers Douglas on the same oc- 
casion said the Government were opposed 
to any duty on food, foreign wheat, or 
other agricultural produce. In that case 
what would be the position of agriculture. 
Every other trade, every necessity of their 
life, all their machinery, every one of 
their comforts and necessities may be 
taxed, and heavily taxed, and they will 
have to pay more for them whilst their 
own agricultural industry will not be 
benefited in the slightest degree. If 
this policy is carried out the last 
stage of agriculture will be infinitely 
worse than the first. For my part,if I 
had te choose between the two as an 
agriculturist, I think that the scheme of 
Mr. Chamberlain is infinitely less dele- 
terious to the agricultural interest than the 
authorised programme of the Government. 
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I should like to turn for a moment to {like to take the case of preferential 
the effect that Mr. Chamberlain’s scheme | tariffs supposing they are admitted. I 
would have on agriculture, and I do so do so without any apology because 
because we are told by the Government! I have a sort of suspicion that my 
that if the next election goes in that, noble friend the First Lord of the 
direction they, at least, have not excluded | Admiralty and the President of the 
it from their programme. Mr. Chamber- Board of Agriculture have at least 
lain’s proposals seem to me, if he really | a pious opinion about preferential tariffs 
wished to introduce protection as a with regard to the Colonies. How would 


statesman, to have failed to grapple the 
very crux of the effect of imposing pro- 
tectioninthiscountry. France, Germany, 
and the United States exist under 
different conditions, but in this over- 
populated highly commercial country it 
seems to me that Mr. Chamberlain has 
not dealt with the crux of the question, 
which is how you are to reconcile the 
rival claims of agriculture on the one 
hand with the claims of commerce on 


| preferential tariffs affect the industry of 
| agriculture? I say that they would be 
'the very worst enemy agriculture could 
have. What would be the object of 
‘them? To check the import of corn 
‘from the United States who send us 
most of our corn, and to stimulate the 
growth of wheat in the north-west pro-— 
| vince of Canada where everybody knows 

| there are large tracts of virgin soil which 
‘only require labour in order to grow 





the other. That seems to-me to be the! enough wheat to supply this country, 
real question which has never been dealt | and perhaps a large portion of the world. 
with, faced, or settled by any of Mr.| As regards labour that is going to the 
Chamberlain’s speeches. Your Lordships | north-west province of Canada.’ I asked 
are aware what great protagonists of | the President of the Board of Agriculture 
agriculture, like Mr. Chaplin, put for- | a question some time ago about emigra- 


ward. They say that large tracts of 
land have gone over to pasture which 
formerly grew wheat, and their idea is 


tion from America into the north-west 
province of Canada, and he minimised 
the figures I put forward; but if at the 


that those tracts should once again be present moment he were speaking he 
transformed into whesat-growing land. | would not so minimise the vast amount 
How does Mr. Chamberlain’s scheme of emigration from the United States 
affect them? He -proposes to put a which is increasing every day. What 
2s. duty on corn. I ask any farmer has happened in the meantime in this 
or landowner who has a practical know- | country? Farmers have béen obliged 
ledge of farming whether a 2s. duty to adapt themselves to the agricultural 
on corn would turn over those pasture | circumstances of the day. They have 
lands to growing wheat rivalling the| done so at great expense to them- 
virgin soil of Canada and other countries selves through times of trial and stress. 
abroad? We all know that it would They have adapted themselves to the cir- 
require a 10s. duty or a 15s. duty | cumstances ofthe day. What happens if 
before that millennium could be brought | you check the influx of wheat from the 
about. But if a 103s. duty or a 15s.| United States. It cannot be done in a 


duty on corn is the only protection you 


can give to the farmer what will the | 


artisans say about it in the great centres 
of industry? Their cost for food will be 
raised to a point which will set the 


day. During the period when the wheat 
is not coming from Canada farmers and 
landowners at home may be tempted by 
the high price of wheat to break up those 
| pastures and revert to the old practice of 





commercial against the agricultural wheat growing, and then perhaps the 
interest, and you will either leave the | north-west province of Canada will by 
agricultural interest worse than it was that time be more fully developed, and 
before or you will make the commercial | they will be able to flood our markets 
interest rebel against the imposition of| with wheat. Again I say that the last 


duties upon corn just as it did before state of the farmer will be worse than 


1842 and 1846. ‘the first. Incidentally, a very curious 


If I may for one moment more detain | thing might happen with regard to pre- 
your Lordships on this subject, I would | ferential tariffs. We had an animated, 
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or, at any rate, an energetic, debate in 
1896 about a Bill which was brought in, 
in order to bring about the slaughter of 
all cattle at the ports, and the question at 
issue was whether the Canadian store 
cattle were to be kept out. If you are 
going to have preferential tariffs with the 
Colonies the first thing you will have to 
do with Canada will be to revoke that 
Bill, which I think was very ‘strongly 
fought for by landowners and others in 
this House. 


I have only one other point, and 

I fear I have detained your Lordships 
far too long. I wish to refer to the 
policy upon which the Government are 
going to the country. This has been 
referred to by other speakers, and it is 
the only remaining question with which I 
wish te deal. That policy, if I understand 
it aright, has been practically laid down 
by the Home Secretary in another place 
with the authority of his colleagues and 
the Prime Minister, and that policy con- 
sists of three things—namely, negotia- 
tion and retaliation, no preferential 
tariffs, and no taxes on raw material 
or food. That I understand from Mr. 
Akers Douglas to be the official policy of 
the Government. Unless I am corrected by 
some member of the Government I 
presume I am right, judging from Mr. 
Akers Douglas’ speech, in saying that the 
whole of that policy is governed by 
another phrase which he used later on, 
because he said that the Government 
were prepared to keep their pledges until 
the electorate pronounced upon them. 
What we want to know is not what the 
Government are going to say after the 
next general election, but what they are 
going to say before the election, in order 
that the country may have a fair issue 
pour before it ; and if this is not done 
venture to say, with all submission, that 
the Government policy is not fair to the 
candidates in the constituencies, it is 
not fair to the electorate, and it is 
not fair to the nation, and you cannot 
possibly get a true and proper verdict 
_ which to decide when the general 
election is over. If I understand the 
ition of the Government aright it 
is, “ We are going to the country on re- 
taliation and negotiation, and we do not 
include in our programme preferential 
tariffs or taxes on food.” You go to the 
country with that proposition, and you 
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say if the country should say “No” to it 
and wish to go further you will go for 
Mr. Chamberlain’s programme. But you 
have never said that you accept his 
programme. I repeat that that is not fair 
to the candidates, the electorate, nor the 
nation. Having had some experience of 
contested elections during the last twenty 
years I will venture to give an illustration 
and a concrete instance of what I mean, in 
which I think I shall be able to show 
that under these circumstances the 
Government may very probably, and 
almost certainly insome instances, not get 
the true verdict of the nation, though 
they think they do. It is well known to 
everybody who has had anything to do 
with electioneering that many candidates 
come down to constituencies and advocate 
more advanced principles than their official 
leadersin London. The electors say, “ He 
is a good Conservative (or Liberal as the 
case may be): he is a young man who 
advocates different opinions, but if we 
return him to Westminster it will be all 
right, for we know what the official policy 
of the Government is and they will keep 
him in order.” But if the candidate goes 
down torepresentMr.Chamberlain’s policy, 
and he is supported by the official organi- 
sations in London and receives letters from 
distinguished statesmen using such mystic 
phrases as, “ Vote for this candidate and 
fiscal reform,” which may mean anything 
from repealing the income-tax to a 20s. 
duty on corn, the good Conservative elec- 
tor will say, ‘‘I will vote for this man 
although he is a protectionist,” and then 
the Government will claimthat the country 
has voted protectionist, and many voters— 
— to turn the election—will have 
voted for such candidates because you 
have told them that the official policy of 
the Government is free trade and not 
protection, while at the same time you will 
declare the result to be that the country 
has pronounced in favour of protection. I 
venture to say that that is not a fair issue 
to put before the country. What we want 
to get is not this shibboleth of a policy, 
we want to get at what are the con- 
victions of the Government. We want to 
know what their views are upon 
these great fiscal questions which have 
been put before the country ; what their 
real mind is with regard to imports and 
exports ; and whether the foreigner does 
absolutely pay the duty or not. We want to 
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know when a man has saved money and in- 
vested it abroad and hisinterest comes back 
in imports and increased wealth to this 
country whether they think such a 
position as that places the country on the 
direct road to financial ruin. If the 
Government would tell us what their 
convictions are we should understand 
what their shibboleth of a policy is. 
They have had plenty of time to make up 
their mind. They have had plenty of 
pabulum to fill their intellects. They 
have had Blue-books full of interesting 
figures, and a succession of speeches, 
books, pamphlets, and other information 
such as probably never occurred before, 
since 1842 or 1846; and I venture to say 
that if the Government have not been able 
to arrive at any opinion upon this subject 
by this time they are about the only 
sixteen or seventeen men in the whole 
Empire who have not done so. I thank 
your Lordships for having listened to 
what I have had to say on these various 
matters, and I say without fear of 
contradiction before I sit down, that the 
country has a right to ask for guidance 
in this great and important question from 
His Majesty’s Government and from the 
leaders of a great Party, and if they are 
not in a position to give us guidance on 
this subject then their policy will go 
down to posterity as a policy of unsettled 
and divergent opinions tempered by 
opportunism. 


Lorp FARRER: I rise to support, this 
Motion because IJ believe it to be impos- 
sible to distinguish between retaliation 
and protection. What does “retaliation” 
mean? When I am in a difficulty I go 
to that great authority Dr. Johnson, and 
I look out what the word means. In 
this case I have looked it up and I find 
that it means “requite” or “revenge.” 
I venture to say that revenge is hardly a 
policy suitable in matters of tr-de. I 
have heard a great deal lately about 
thinking Imperially. It appears to me 
that it is much more necessary to think 
accurately, and if we do this, I think we 
must consider what is the effect of retalia- 
tion when applied in practice? It 
appears to me that retaliation must be 
either for a short time or for a very long 
time. Ifit is for a long time it cannot 
by anybody be said to differ in any 
tespect from protection. If it is for a 
short time, then I venture to say that 
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you are put into the most difficult posi- 
tion possible when you come to take that 
protection off, for you have encouraged 
industries — and it is a well-known fact 
that such has been the case in the United 
States of America—which you are injur- 
ing enormously when you take it off. I 
do not suppose that even Gentlemen who 
advocate this new policy will propose 
that compensation should be given to 
such persons, although I think it is 
actually going to be proposed to compen- 
sate people who hold a public-house 
licence for one year only. Therefore I 
do not know what may be the opinion of 
people who hold such views. But there 
is another and a more interesting reason 
for supposing that retaliation is a very 
dangerous policy. I think it has hardly 
been noticed in this debate that we have 
had in this country experience of retalia- 
tion before. I venture to say that very 
few people have read’ the debates which 
occurred in 1844, when for twenty-five 
years this very weapon had been tried in 
every possible way. I think if the 
Gentlemen sitting on the opposite Benches, 
and whose opinions upon this question 
are not settled, would read those debates, 
they would see how retaliation and even 
prohibition bad been tried with absolutely 
no success for twenty-five years. They 
would then, I think, greatly modify the 
opinions which they hold at present. I 
have been looking at the speeches of that 
date and I find that Mr. Ricardo, Earl 
Grey, Mr. Ewart, Mr. Villiers, and Mr. 
Cobden all supported free imports on the 
very ground that for twenty-five years 
previously that weapon of retaliation 
had been tried and had been found to be 
completely useless. I am rather sur- 
prised that we have heard so little about 
the history of retaliation from that period. 
It was tried, I believe, in the case of Brazil, 
Portugal, Spain, and France, and in all 
cases it resulted in enormous increases in 
the tariffs of both nations. I suppose 
statesmen who sit on the opposite Benches 
are possibly greater statesmen than those 
of the day of Sir Robert Peel and Lord 
Palmerston, but I venture to say that 
they have not had the experience of this 
weapon for twenty-five years like those 
statesmen had. I think it is weil to 
remember what Lord Palmerston said on 
that occasion in regard to the weapon of 
retaliation. He compared jit to a bridge 
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with one toll-gate upon it, and hé said it 
was hardly sensible when they had to go 
across to add another toll-gate on your 
own side. I cannot help thinking that 
the history of those days has been too 
little considered. I believe I am right in 
saying that retaliation has in practice 
always resulted in protection. Ithas cer- 
tainly been so in the case of France, 
Germany, the United States of ‘America, 
and in the case of Canada. All these 
countries began with retaliation and they 
ended in simple protection. 


But there is another point to be 
considered in this matter. Do we 
find that those retaliatory nations 
get better bargains for themselves than 
we do with our policy of the most- 
favoured-nation clause? I believe it to 
be absolutely untrue that they do get 
better bargains. We have had, I believe, 
the most-favoured-nation clause in force 
with Germany, France, Russia, and with 
Italy. Perhaps I ought toexcept Russia, 
because ever since the Sugar Convention 
I believe Russia has put duties on our 
Indian teas which may have a _ very 
serious effect. Therefore I do not think 
the first effect of this policy of retaliation 
is such as to induce us to go light- 
heartedly into it generally. I do not 
know whether noble Lords opposite 
happen to live in the country, and have 
heard about the price of sugar in the 
humble homes spoken of, but as far as 
my experience goes, and I have figures 
from several Co-operative Societies in the 
South, since the Sugar Convention was 
put into force the price of sugar has gone 
up, and it is a very serious matter to find 
that not only has the price of sugar gone 
up but the consumption of sugar per head 
of the whole country has decreased. The 
consumption of sugar in this country per 
head in the year 1900 was 87°18 lbs, but 
in the year 1902 it fell to 83°95 lbs per head 
of the population. I am aware that time 
has not yet quite arrived to say what the 
effect may be absolutely, but I fully 
believe that the reason of the rise 
in the price of sugar is owing to the 
operation of the Sugar Convention. I 
should like to ask also whether in this 
policy of retaliation it has been considered 
what a terrible effect it would have if 
other countries began to retaliate, as they 
certainly will, upon our shipping. I do 
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not wish now to go into the figures, but 
everybody who has looked at the question 
during the last four years must have seen 
with astonishment how we, the only free 
importing country, have got the shipping 
almost of the world. I think it is also 
too often forgotten that the United States, 
who have pursued a totally different policy 
from our own—indeed they have pursued 
the policy which we are now asked to adopt 
—have come down from being the great 
carriers of the world to practically nothing 
at all. I fancy that shipping is the very 
easiest thing for foreign countries to 
attack, and I do not think it is for a 
Government which has spent more money 
than any Government for the last seventy 
years, during which time Consols have 
gone down from 112 to 87, to ask us as 
business men to alter a policy which has 
so much developed our trade. 


I noticed yesterday we. were asked 
whether we could say that on the whole 
trade was good. I think everybody admits 
that trade is good if you ask amongst 
business people. If you look at the figures 
I should for my own part be willing to 
admit that trade was good, and I care much 
more about the actual facts than what are 
called “‘ tendencies.” I shall not repeat 
the figures which have been given us so 
admirably to-night by the noble Duke as 
regards our industries, but I do protest 
myself, at this attempt to divide articles 
into manufactured and non-manufactured 
articles. I believe the case which has 
been so much put before the country and 
based upon those figures is a case 
which cannot be maintained. Nobody 
can settle what is a manufactured 
and what is a non-manufactured article. 
I say that the most serious thing in this 
new policy seems to me to ke the ques- 
tion of giving more power to the Executive 
Government. In my own opinion the 
Executive Government has got far too 
much power in its own hands. What is 
Parliament? Why are we sitting here? 
What did it originate in? Why, in money 
being got by taxation from the people 
when the people were unwilling to give it 
without the fullest and freest discussion. 
The centuries that have gone by have 
proved that it is most undesirable to give 
to the Executive Government a weapon 
to be used at their own discretion with- 
out consulting Parliament. Anyone who 
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looks at the history of Parliament will | proposals of Mr. Chamberlain. But after 
see the jealous care which Parliament | all, I think the House will agree with me 
has always exercised upon financial | that Chambers of Agriculture are some- 
matters. I have not heard a single word | times composed of loquacious gentlemen 
from any of the noble Earls opposite to | who have not been successful in agricul- 
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justify us in granting them the power of | 
using this weapon themselves by means | 
ofthe Executive Government, rather than 
in the old way of bringing in a Bill before 
Parliament. For these reasons I venture 
to hope that the Government will give us 
definite information as to what they mean 
by retaliation, and I beg to support the 
mover of this Motion. 


EarL CARRINGTON: My noble 
friend who introduced this Motion is 
reported to have stated what is the atti- 
tude of the agricultural community upon 
this question and he said— 

“ Agriculturists do not seem to care very much 
for Mr. Chamberlain’s proposals which have been 
placed before the country.” 


I cannot forget that Mr. Chamberlain, at 
Greenock, on 7th October last year, told 
us that agriculture had been practically 
destroyed. I am one of those individuals 
whose money is entirely invested in land, 
and I am entirely dependent on the rents 
that come from my tenants, and, conse- 
quently, I received this statement with a 
good deal of apprehension. I was, how- 
ever, comforted with the thought that 
perhaps after all it was only a theory, 
but, as far as lam aware, the distinguished 
statesman who made this prophecy has 
never owned, nor, as far as I am aware, 
has ever been the cultivator of a single 
acre of agricultural land. But Mr. 
Chamberlain rather raised our hopes 
when he told us after that rather dismal 
prophecy that his proposals, which all the | 
country are aware of, would not raise the | 
price of food one farthing, and that they 
were calculated to benefit all classes of 
the community ; which means, I suppose, 
the landlords, the tenant farmers, the 
agricultural labourers, and the country 
parsons, who, to use a homely phrase, are 
four dogs all gnawing at the same bone. 
Mr. Chaplin, who is one of our great agri- 
cultural authorities, also gave us some 
comforting information, because he pointed 
out what the resolutions were that were | 
passed fairly unanimously in the different | 
counties in England by the different | 
Chambers of Agriculture, and he depended | 
a great deal on these resolutions, which | 
more or less have been friendly to the 


tural pursuits, and perhaps Chamber of 
Agriculture meetings are not very numer- 
ously attended, and, consequently, their 
resolutions do not deserve the importance 
which they themselves would sometimes 
be apt to attribute to them. Consequently, 
I thought it might be a good thing to take 
the practical opinion of the tenant farmers. 


| themselves individually, and if the House 
| will forgive a personal reference I would 
like to inform your Lordships of the result 


of my own investigations. I sent round 
two or three questions to some of my 
principal tenants to ask what their prac- 
tical opinion, as men of business, would be 
upon this question as my co-partners in 
agriculture. My estate includes about 
24,000 acres, and [I have about 200 
tenants holding different sorts of holdings 
from about 9,000 to 150 acres, and I have 
3,000 small holdings and allotment 
tenants, which I have been fortunate 
enough, with the co-operation of my 
tenants, to put on the ground. These 
small holding tenants were unanimous 
against Mr. Chamberlain’s proposal, and 
I think very few of this class would be 
found to be in favour of them. I sent 
four questions to fifty-two of my principal 
tenants to ask them their opinion as to 
the proposals brought before the country 
by Mr. Chamberlain. The first question 
I put was— 

“If Mr. Chamberlain’s proposals become the 
law of the land would you allow me to have 
some share in the new prosperity that we are 
promised, by giving some increase on the present 
rental ?” 

The second question was— 

“Would you be able to employ more labour: 
on your farm ?” 

The third question was— 

**Would you be able to offer increased agri- 
cultural wages, say 2s., 2s, 6d., or 3s. per week 
more than the present current wage ?”’ 

I put on these question papers “Yes” and 
“No,” and asked them to scratch out 
either one or the other and return the 
paper. The fourth question was— 

“If you are unable to do all these things at 
once how long would it be, in your opinion, 
before we should all reach this desirable state 
of things ?” ? 

My tenants were extremely good- 
natured, and they took a lively interest 
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in this agricultural catechism, and the 
replies they gave, and the opinions 
-expressed by them, are very instructive. 
From twenty-eight tenants came the 


reply— 


“ We shall be unable to pay any more rent, or 
-employ any more labour, or give any higher 
wages, and we would rather give no opinion 
whatever on the subject.” 


That wasa very decidedanswer. From 
seven more—one of whom has a bust of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham on his chimney 
piece—came replies saying they would 
tather not commit themselves. They 
wrote— 

“Tt is a very great subject; we must think 
it over, and we would rather not commit our- 
selves or give any opinion, good, bad, or in- 
different.” 


From twenty-one the answers were per- 
haps a little more hopeful, for they wrote 
to say that they were generally favourable. 
Five of them answered “Yes” to the first 
three questions, but the majority said :— 


“They might be able to employ more labour, 
or to give their landlords, perhaps, or their 
labourers perhaps, a little more money.” 


But very few of them said they would 
give both. That was more generally 
satisfactory, but unfortunately there was 
asaving clause as regards the fourth 
question put by me, which your Lordships 
will recollect was in the following terms— 

“Tf you are unable to do all these things at 
‘once how long would it be, in your opinion, 
before we should all reach this desirable state 

of things ?” 


The answers were very unsatisfactory 
indeed. Two hopeful creatures thought 
that it might perhaps be in two or three 
years, but nobody said at once; they said 
in two or three years they might possibly 
be able to do something either for me or 
the labourers on the land. Fifteen 
replied— 


“* Not for several years.” 


And amongst those were several who 
stated— 


“When corn growing pays.” 


That was rather interesting, because 
the general consensus of opinion was 
that the prices would have to go up at 
least 25 per cent. before any more money 
could be paid. The other four were in a 
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very disappointed state and they made 
up the twenty-one. These four said they 
thought they would be able to pay a 
little more money to myself or the 
One 
said— 

* In a thousand years, and probably never.” 


And the last man said— 


“ Never.” 


I think the House will agree with me 
that we can hardly call these practical 
persons unduly sanguine about Mr, 
Chamberlain’s .preposals. Amongst the 
answers Came some very curious covering 
letters upon the question of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s agricultural proposals, 
One tenant began farming under my 
father, and farms a tremendous lot 
of land, pays a wages bill amounting to 
£4,000 a: year, and is well-to-do and an 
excellent practical farmer. He says— 


* “Tt would be several years before I could 
employ more labour.” 


He pays capital wages, and in his 
opinion he could not employ any more 
labour for several years, and he adds— 


*‘ But I cannot pay one penny more rent.” 


Then I got another opinion from 
three brothers in Lincolnshire. Their 
father was a farm labourer in North 
Lincolnshire, and he brought his children 
up extremely well. These three brothers 
went on the land with small holdings and 
began with half an acre apiece. They 
went on to a fifty acres, seventy acres, and 
100 acres, and now the three have a 250 
acre farm and they are doing well. They 
say — 

““We do not approve of Mr. Chamberlain's 
- ; we hope they will never become law. 
We do not think we should benefit by them in 


any way, and we think it would be worse for 
the country in every respect.” 


I will give one more opinion, and it is 
the last. It is from another tenant far- 
mer in Lincolnshire, who has a very large 
farm, and in good times he used to pay 
£2,000. He has been forty-one years on 
the estate, and he has not done badly, 
because it has come to my knowledge, 
when he asked for a reduction of rent, 
that he had bought 700 acres in the 
county of Norfolk out of .farming, so I 
thought that fact alone showed he had 
done extremely well, and I thought w 
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could continue as we were. 
man writes— 

“Tam strongly in favour of Mr. Chamberlain, 
but he does not go far enough.” 

That I think is the crux of the whole 
case, and if you want the farmers to back 
up the Government in their policy 
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agriculture, which, of course, is so great 
and important an industry in this 
country. 


*Toe Marquess or NORTHAMPTON : 


My Lords, last night I listened to the 


which we hope they will introduce at no | 


distant date, I am afraid that 2s on 
corn and 5 per cent on dairy produce 
and meat will be of very little value to 
the farmers. Mr. Chaplin says we must 
have wheat at 40s. If you want it at 
that price and the American price is 23s. 
you will have to put 17s. a quarter on 
wheat. I leave it to the Government to 
decide whether the working man will pay 
that price. If you want the farmers with 
you you will have to put amore consider- 
able duty on wheat because 2s. a 
quarter, as my tenant said, does not go 
half far enough. A small duty would not 
raise the price of food or yield a profit to 
the farmer which would enable him to 
pay higher wages. I think that a good 
many tenant farmers will be found to 
agree with the Marquess of Salisbury, 
who is reported in Zhe Times to have 
said that— 

‘‘There is no reason to suppose that with 
protection everybody would be richer.” 

I suppose we may take it for granted 
that the noble Marquess Lord Salisbury 
last night was not only speaking for him- 
selfi—and perhaps I shall be contradicted 
if Iam wrong—but I take it for granted 
that he was speaking not only for himself 
but for all his colleagues, including Lord 
Onslow, the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and all the members of His Majesty’s 
Government, when he said that the 
Government were not concerned to defend 
the policy of that distinguished statesman, 
Mr. Chamberlain. I apologise to the 
House for having intervened in this debete, 
but I felt, as an agriculturist and as a 
person entirely dependent on land, that 
we should have heard from the other side 


speech of the noble Marquess who spoke 
for the first time in this House, but to 
whom I have often listened in the other 
House, and J should have been glad, had 
he been present, to congratulate him upon 
the excellence of his remarks, especially 
as he made one or two distinct statements 
which, though they have not cleared 
away some of our doubts, at all events 
have given us a little light upon the 
subject before the House. He told us 
that the Government would consider the 
Motion of the noble Earl as a vote of 
want of confidence in the Government. 
I confess that I consider it is a vote of 
want of confidence, but I feel that it is 
justified, considering what the country is 
at present thinking as regards His 
Majesty’s Government, and especially 
considering what has taken place on 
those occasions which afford us our only 
opportunity of testing the feeling of the 
country, viz., the by-elections. It seems 
to me that the country as much as the 
Opposition has lost confidence in His 
Majesty’s Government. The’ last ex- 
pression of opinion came from Mid Herts, 
a partof the country with which the 
noble Marquess is intimately acquainted, 
and as he declared himself as distinctly 
opposed to what is called the Chamterlain 
policy, I should have been glad to learn 
from him whether he was pleased or 
sorry at the result of that election. As 
a matter of fact, at the present moment 
we are all turning our thoughts to the 
general election which is impending. At 
that general election there will be decided 
—I do not think it can be postponed to 
another election—one of the gravest 
issues ever placed before the country. 


| I am going to endeavour to keep to the 


of the House something on the agri- 


cultural side of the question, but perhaps 
later on in the debate we shall be told 
what the ideas of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are on this great question. Once 


Motion and the Amendment before the 
House, but we must recognise the fact 
that the general election will not and 
cannot be fought on the question of 


retaliation; it will be fought upon what 


more I beg to apologise to the House for | 
having intervened in the debate, and I 
| the noble Earl at the head of the Admir- 
decided and intelligible statement from | alty, in which he certainly declared him- 
His Majesty’s Government as regards | self as an “anti-free-importer,” and we 


express the hope that we shall have some 


is known as Mr. Chamberlain’s policy. 
We had another speech last night from 
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heard from the notle Marquess just be- | 
fore that we on this side of the House | 
were unconvinced Tories. I have been , 
accustomed in my political life to be 
‘ealled many bad names, but I confess it | 
is something new to be called an uncon- | 
vinced Tory. Though I deny altogether 
that I am an unconvinced Tory, I 
will acknowledge myself to be a con- 
vinced free-importer, and it is upon that 
issue in my opinion that the battle will 
be fought at the next general election, 


We are asking at the present moment 
for more information from His Majesty’s 
Government as regards their retaliation 
coy I heard the speech of the noble 

arl on the Woolsack to-night. He 
seemed to impress upon us the fact that 
we were not to be too inquisitive as re- 
gards the private opinions of Cabinet 
Ministers, and, as it seemed to me, he. 
also suggested that it would be better 
if we were not too particular as regards 
the collective opinion of the Cabinet. I 
am perfectly aware that the noble Earl 
did not say that, but I think he suggested 
it. At the present moment we are 
pressing for the collective opinion of the 
Cabinet on a particular question which 
they say will occupy our attention at the 
next general election, and we have not 
yet in any way obtained that collective | 
opinion. We have heard and read a 
great many opinions from various 
members of the Cabinet, but we are 
still unaware whether they are all of the 
same mind even on the subject of 
retaliation. When Ministers speak, either 
in the other House or in your Lordships’ 
House, they devote very little time to 
the subject of retaliation, and a great 
deal of time to Mr. Chamberlain’s policy, 
and, if I may with all respect say so, I 
think the noble Earl on the Woolsack, 
although at first I thought he was going 
to keep to the subject of retaliation, did | 


not refrain from wandering from that | 
subject into the more important matter | 
embodied in Mr. Chamberlain’s policy. 


We are all perfectly aware what re- 
taliation means. There is no difficulty in | 
understanding that. We have had many 
instances of retaliation taking place 


between Russia and Germany, France| 


and Italy, and I noticed in the speech of 
the noble Marquess who moved the 
Amendment that he instanced the case 


The Marquess of Northampton. 


{LORDS} 


, election ? 


|or asked for. 











Policy. 


400 


of Switzerland, in regard to which he said 
that when Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs he was a little inclined to. 
threaten Switzerland because their tariff 
was inimical to the interests of our trade. 
We are all perfectly aware of what 
retaliation means. We have had our 
experience of the Sugar Convention. 
But the question at the present moment 
is not what retaliation or negotiation 
means, but how will the Government. 
carry out the policy of retaliation if—as 
is very doubtful—they receive a mandate 
from the country at the coming general 
I appeal now to the noble 
Marquess the Leader of His Majesty’s 
Government in this House. Is it not the 
case that either in the other House or in 
your Lordships’ House a responsible 
Minister of the Crown can at any moment 
come down and propose retaliation against 
a foreign nation? As far as I am aware, 
there is absolutely nothing to prevent the 
noble Marquess himself bringing before this 
House, or some other member of the 
Government bringing before the other 
House, any gross case—I am using words 
which have been used in speeches—of un- 
fairness on the part of a foreign nation 
towards this country as regards preference, 
or import duties, or anythingelse. There 
is absolutely nothing to prevent any 
member of His Majesty’s Government 
coming before us, without any mandate 
or general election, presenting 4 
policy of retaliation in a concrete form, 
and appealing to the good sense of his 
fellow countrymen to support the Govern- 
ment in a policy which they believe to be 
the best for manufactures and our people. 
If I may respectfully say so, I think that 
point has been somewhat overlooked 
during this discussion. 


If that is the case I am anxious to 
know why a mandate is required 
I should like to ask 
the noble Marquess to explain to- 
night what would be the difference in his 
action if he received a mandate from the 
country as compared with the present 
condition of affairs under which he has 
full power to come before Parliament and 
ask for authority to use retaliation. I 
think that is a fair point to put to the 
noble Marquess, especially as there are 
at the present moment suspicions—I will 
not say more than that—as regards the 
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general election, what did the noble Mar- 


quess mean —I know he dislikes the | 


term, but I use it only because it shortly 
explains my case—when he asked for a 
revolver? He was asking for much more 
than he at present possesses if I under- 
stand him aright. 
words of the Prime Minister mean when 
he spoke of the ‘complete reversal ” of 
the traditional fiscal policy of this country? 
I am told that we are asking for informa- 
tion whieh we are not likely to receive. I 
think my question is one which ought to 
be answered before we go toa division, 
If there is no difference between what we 
can now do and what we are to be asked 
to do in the future, we can all vote for 
both the Motion of the noble Earl and 
the Amendment of the noble Marquess 
opposite, for they would in such circum- 
stances mean absolutely the same thing, 
The whole point lies in what is the 
extra authority His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are anxious to possess, The 
only thing I can see is that there may be 
adoubt in the mind of His Majesty’s 
Government as to whether Parliament 
would accept their proposals for retalia- 
tion at the present moment, and that 
consequently they would like to have a 
general election on thesubjectso as to be 
quite sure of greater support than they at 
present have. But can it be conceived 
that His Majesty’s Government believe 
that they will get greater support after 
the next general election in favour of 
retaliation than they are likely to get in 
the present House of Commons and the 
House of Lords—especially in the other 
House? It is admitted that the control 
of Parliament is to be kept supreme. If 
the noble Marquess came down with any 
pm it would be thesame thing now. 

noticed that when the noble Marquess 
who moved the Amendment was speaking 
last night he emphasised the word “each” 
in the Motion of the noble Earl. 


not be a question of each individual case 
of the imposition of aduty coming before 
Parliament, or is it that a sort of con- 
glomeration of import duties will be 
placed before us, or will it be the case 
that in the future, as at present, we should 
have a distinct proposal as regards the 


{19 Fepruary 1904} 


action of His Majesty’s Government in | 
this matter. If there is power at present | 
to retaliate without any mandate of, 


And what did the) 


Is the | 
only difference that in the future it will | 
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beating down of import duties against us, 
when any foreign country proposes to 
impose duties which may do harm to our 
manufactures or manufacturers? I con- 
fess for my part, free-importer as I am, 


that if His Majesty’s Government came 


down with a good case of grave injustice 
against any manufacture, and if it could 
be proved that by retaliation we should 
do no harm whatever to any other in- 
dustries or to those employed in other in- 
dustries, I think their plea for retaliation 
would meet with very favourable con- 
sideration at the hands of the people. 
But I do not see that that is the present 
proposal of His Majesty’s Government. 
There seems to be something behind 
which has not appeared, and in dis- 
cussing this question we cannot help re- 
viewing what has happened during the 
last few months. + 


We are aware now that a proposal of 
what we call protection—to use a short 
term—was brought before His Majesty’s 
Government before Mr. Chamberlain went 
to South Africa. We are aware that the 
Prime Minister sympathised to a certain 
extent with that proposal, but that he 
felt the country would not accept it be- 
cause they would not agree to the im- 
position of any duties on the food of the 
people. We cannot help coming to the 
conclusion, therefore, that the retaliation 
policy was adopted subsequently to the 
proposal of Mr. Chamberlain’s policy, and 
as a sort of a stop-gap for the ultimate 
adoption by His Majesty’s Government 
of the policy of protection. The whole 
of the political machinery of the 
supporters of His Majesty’s Government 
is in the hands of those who favour Mr. 
Chamberlain’s policy. I am aware that 


| there area certain number of members of 


His Majesty’s Government who at,.the 
present moment say, and I believe 
sincerely say, that they are opposed 


| altogether to anything further than 


retaliation. Well, if they stick to their 
opinion it seems to me that in the future 
they may be cast off as other members of 
the Cabinet have been, and be put out- 
side when the true views of His Majesty’s 
Government are placed before the 
country. The whole country are at the 
present moment thinking and speaking— 
and after all we have enough of speeches 
—not of the subject of retaliation, but 
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take some parton the public platforms of | 
| population as great distress as was cause 

in the old times of protection. We are 
| not taking this matter lightly; we are 


the country are aware that the only thing 
which interests the public mind is the 
Birmingham policy ; no interest at all is 
taken in the retaliation policy —whatever 
it may be—of the Government. That is 
the outside, the public view, and I think 
that when we come to close quarters with 


in the other House, we ought to receive, 
before going into the lobbies, a distinct 
and plain statement, not of what retalia- 
tion means, for that we understand, but 
as to the exact difference between the 
powers which His Majesty’s Government 
at present possess for the purposes of 
retaliation, and the powers which they 


will ask us to grant them after a general | 


election. 

I said that we were suspicious, We 
are more than suspicious; we are alarmed. 
We feel that this is one of the gravest 
questions that have ever come before us. 
I am told that there is some fear in the 
minds of others that if this question were 
decided against the Government it might 
cause a change politically, so that for 
some time in the future we should have a 
Liberal instead of a Conservative Govern. 
ment, and that there would be some 
danger then of measures being introduced 
by that Liberal Government which 
Unionists would feel bound to oppose. 
We are told that if the Government is 
defeated there will be a danger of Home 
Ruie. As far as I understand the 
present position of the question, the Bills 
that were introduced by Mr. Gladstone— 


the Home Rule Bill and the Land Bill— | 


are absolutely dead. There is no fear 
whatever that any sane Liberal statesman 
would ever introduce such measures 
again. I do not fora moment believe 
that these questions could be raised in 
the next Parliament. 
aware that there will be an extension of 
local government through all parts of the 


United Kingdom, but that is another 


matter. We are face to face now, in my 
opinion, with as great a danger as the 
Unionist Party had to face in the Home 
Rule Parliament. 
attempt to reverse our fiscal policy will, 
bring upon this country not only danger 
but ruin. We believe that any change 
in our fiscal policy such as is proposed 
by those who really express their minds, 


The Marquess of Northampton. 


{LORDS} 


question of Empire. 


Iam perfectly well 
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of the subject of protection. We who | would not only bring ruin upon ourcoun- 


try but also cause amongst our —— 


taking it seriously. We are- determined 
—when I say “we” I am only speaking 


| for those amongst whom I move, not so 
r 'much Members of your Lordships’ House 
the Government as we are coming to- +‘ 
night, and as they came the other night | 


as those outside—to do all that in us lies 
to prevent what we consider a suicidal 


policy being carried into effect. In my 


opinion it is not a matter of Party; it is 
a matter in which every patriotic English- 
man ought to take the keenest interest, 
and one which those who know most 
about it ought to oppose with all their 
heart and with all the force they can 
command. 


We are told that this question of 
the alteration of our fiscsl policy is a 
We who con- 
sider ourselves as strong Imperialists as 
any who siton the Benches opposite do 
not believe the Empire is in danger. We 
believe the unity of the Empire will be in 
danger if you venture to carry out any 
part of the policy which has been pro- 
posed by Mr. Joseph Chamberlain, and 
it is because we think the Government 
are going in that direction with their re- 
taliation policy that we are determined 
to oppose it. 


*Lorpv ROBERTSON: My Lords, I 
should imagine that when the Unionist 
Party desires advice as to the dangers 
which beset it from the side of Ireland 
they will not resort to the noble Marquess 
opposite for consolation or information. 
Although I am opposed to the policy of 
His Majesty’s Government on this par- 
ticular subject, yet I must say thatI 
think it is rather too open an invitation 
to walk into a trap which has just now 
been addressed to us by the noble 
Marquess. I, for my part, think that the 
danger from Home Rule is urgent, and 
one of my chief accusations against His 
Majesty’s Government is that ina move- 


‘ment of that kind they have introduced 
We believe that any | 


measures which have shattered the Union- 
ist Party. The subject which we have be- 


| fore us to-night hus been brought to a point 


by the Motion and the Amendment before 
the House. The question immediately 


, to be decided is whether my Lord Crewe’s 
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Motion should be adopted, or whether 
instead of that we should adopt the 
Amendment which has been moved by 
the noble Marquess. When I first read 
the Motion of the noble Earl opposite, I 
searched for an excuse for voting with 
the Government, and I thought I had 
found it. It was that the Motion of the 
noble Earl was a platitude and was 
axiomatic, that it declared principles of 
Parliamentary conduct so plain that: they 
ought not to be resolved upon by this 
House in the year 1904, because a pro- 
ceeding of that kind was likely to throw 
doubt upon them. Just as one would 
decline to resolve on some proposal em- 
bodied in Magna Charta, I thought I 
had found a satisfactory excuse for my- 
self in voting against a Motion which 
upset ideas instead ofsettlingthem. But 
the leaders of my Party and the heads of 
the Government think differently, and 
what they propose is this—that while 
Lord Crewe’s Motion does nothing more 
than declare— 

“That no duty . . .should be imposed, modified, 


or removed, without the formal consent of 
Parliament to each such proposal,” 


we are now asked to pass a long Resolu- 
tion that— 

“This House, while affirming the constitutional 
doctrine that all the fiscal arrangements of 
this country must be subject to the full and 
effective control of Parliament over taxation, is 
not prepared to lay down rules for the guidance 
of future Parliaments as to the exact method 
in which such control should be exercised by 
them in cases which may hereafter arise.” 


I cannot find in Lord Crewe’s Motion 
anything at all about “rules for the 
guidance of future Parliaments” as to 
the exact method in which anything 
should be done; it merely asserts what 
can be found in any text-book in which 
is laid down the relation of Parlia- 
ment to imposts upon imports. This 
seems to me not merely in itself an 
important matter, but a highly significant 
one. The House will remember that 
when in old days Parliament asserted 
against the King the sole right of deter- 
mining what imposts should be laid 
upon imports into this country, it was 
with reference, among other things, 
to this very question of retaliatory 
duties. I do not know whether noble 
Lords, unless their attention has been 
specially directed to it, are aware that in 
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the year 1610, when these great con- 
stitutional questions were raised, one of 
the arguments for the King’s power—by 
which, of course, we mean now the 
power of the Executive—of levying 
duties was this: Lex talionis is to be 
applied for the defence of British com- 
merce, goods for goods, tax for tax. 
Accordingly this question was full in 
view of the statesmen of those days. 
And what was said in the Petition of 
Rights was this— 

“If the levying of impositions be indeed the 
only means left to r @ grievance, why 
should it not be done by Act of Parliament in 
these times as by Henry VII. and Queen 
Elizabeth ?” 

I grant that Henry VII. and Queen 
Elizabeth lived even longer ago than Mr. 
Cobden, and I suppose that the exhorta- 
tion of Mr. Balfour addressed to faithful 
followers, who I should have thought 
might have escaped that reproach, implied 
that we ought to bring our ideas up to 
date. I have brought them up to date, 
and I venture to say that this is sound 
doctrine in this year of grace much more 
than it was even then. Why do I say 
so? Because it is not for nothing that 
this differenceismade. This Amendment 
is moved upon Lord Crewe’s Resolution. 
As I have said, Lord Crewe’s Resolution 
is the tame milk and water constitu- 
tional doctrine of this country. But 
what is wanted nowis to drop a broad hint 
that future Parliaments may amend this 
in such a way as to bring about the 
easier imposition of duties. So I read 
the Amendment. Itis in your Lordships’ 
judgment; it is before you all. Icannot 
understand why Lord Crewe’s Motion is 
to be rejected. I could understand its 
being rejected altogether merely because 
it is a platitude, but I cannot understand 
its being rejected in favour of this new- 
fangled Amendment. I have said I can- 
not imagine it being rejected; perhaps 
that is hardly frank. I can imagine. 


There is a new notion abroad that 
Parliament ought by Act of Parliament 
to devolve upon the Executive the power 
of imposing duties upon imports. I will 
refer for a moment to a very able and 
very temperately written book by Pro- 
fessor Ashley of Birmingham, which I 
expect has had a good deal to do with 
some of the speeches that have been 
delivered in the course of the autumn 
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recess. Professor Ashley says (it is all 
highly condensed, his book has that 
among other merits)— 

“What seems dictated by the requirements 
of the case is a statutory authorisation of the 
Executive to impose the duty that may be 
required from time to time as circumstances 
arise.” 

Now, my Lords, it is open to the noble 
Marquess to say, and he is well entitled 
to do so, that this is merely a professor— 
although he will observe it is a Birming- 
ham professor—but I may say for the 
information of noble Lords around me, 
who I am quite certain to a large extent 
think that Mr. Chamberlain’s policy is on 
the whole in favour of the country, and 
that it is a sound protectionist policy, 
that if they will buy that book for half-a- 
crown (I am not an agent for its circula- 
tion) they will be in a position to pose as 
seers and prophets and missionaries of 
Empire to their heart’s content. They 
have it all there in that book, down to 
jams and pickles. 


I have dwelt upon this question, the 
immediate question, upon which we are 
to vote, for this reason: I think it is 
highly significant that the veil of obscurity 
which has been drawn over the region 
within which retaliation is to be exercised, 
the mode by which it is to be exercised, 
and the authority by which the Ministry 
is to be authorised to proceed to enact it, 
applies to the legislative proceedings as 
well as to everything else. But now I 
want to ask the House to consider this: 
What is the area or region within which 
retaliatory duties are to be imposed? It 
seems to me that that is one of the first 
questions to be determined. I may say 
frankly for myself that to the general 
doctrine of retaliation as stated by the 
Foreign Secretary last year I have no ob- 
jection whatever. Itseems to me, whether 
it be consistent with the strictest sect of 
free trade or not, it is at all events an 
acceptable doctrine and worthy of practice 
that the diplomacy of this country should 
be busy in furthering the trade of the 
country, that itshould concern itself with 
the removing by diplomatic methods of 
the barriers which obstruct the trade of 
this country. And I maysay here, andI 
hope I shall not say anything to offend 
the susceptibilities of noble Lords on the 
other side, that I think if some Liberal 


Lord Robertson. 


{LORDS} 
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(Governments had shown a little more 
activity and a little more sensibility on 
this subject twenty years ago, this ques- 
tion might very likely never have arisen, 
Still, so far as I am concerned, I have no ob- 
| jection whatever to your doctrine cf nego- 
tiation and even of retaliation. But, couple 
the latter word with this. The effective. 
ness of this method as a whole must 
‘depend upon the ultimate result of the 
policy of retaliation. I hope I shall not 
be saying anys rude or forward if I 
express my doubt whether that aspect of 
the question has been fully considered. 
To this general doctrine I believe on this 
side of the House there is no objection; 
I believe that even on the other 
side there is very little objection to it; 
there may be a lingering doubt as to its 
doctrinaire aspect, and consequently as to 
its practical consequences, and I also 
reserve my doubts as to its practical conse- 
quences. But if the Unionist Government 
had come forward spontancyuusly, on their 
own initiative, and proposed the policy of 
negotiation and retaliation, I believe they 
would have had the Conservative and 
‘Unionist Party at their back to a man. 
But they have not done so. The hitch in 
the whole argument which is persistently 
| ignored by noble Lords on the Treasury 
Bench is that this is not a first hand pro- 
| posal. This is not a proposal which arises 
either from the opinion of the Party on 
‘this side or from the exigencies of the 
country. It arises,on the contrary—-I am 
speaking now not of motive, but entirely of 
the political sequence of events—from a 
move made by a distinguished politician 
in the Unionist Party. That is the real 
truth, and that accounts—I deeply regret 
to say it—for the vapid and inane explana- 
tion of the existence of this policy which 
we are receiving from day to day from 
the Government. 


408 


These are the circumstances which seem 
to me to make it doubly imperative on 
His Majesty’s Government that we should 
be treated with an abundant frankness on 
this subject. I speak for one moment, 
and merely to dismiss the subject, of the 
humble individual before you. I am a 

|Tory who has seen the Tory Party grow 
‘in power and strength, and have rejoiced 
in it. Ihave no interest in this matter 
except to see that those institutions which 
| to the benefit of the country have swayed 
its fortunes during the last eighteen years 


| should continue so to operate. I see on 
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the contrary the policy of the Government 
drifting this Party to ruin and destruction. 
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The noble Earl on the Woolsack has. 


contributed to this debate in the most 
remarkable manner. Iam, as he knows, 
his colleague, his disciple, and his admirer, 
but my powers of admiration have been 
exhausted to-night by the declaration he 
has made. Custom cannot stale his 
infinite variety. He has told us to- 
night that this fiscal question, this 
question of a tariff, can be settled with- 
out prejudice to any difference of 
opinion between free trade and protection. 
! remembered at the moment an illus- 
tration used by Fitzjames Stephen in 
one of his memorable books, viz.—that 
you can no more do this (whatever it 
was he was speaking of)than you can do 
sums right without prejudice to a differ- 
ence of opinion upon the multiplication 
table. Itseems to me that that declaration 
removes indefinitely any possibility of 
arriving at sound ideas upon the Govern- 
ment policy. The Government policy 
seems to be something like the horizon 
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away to that capacious reservoir of 
unfulfilled promises which is associated 
with the name of Birmingham. If you 
so circumscribe the area within which 
your policy of negotiation and retaliation 
is to operate, how will it work out? I 
suppose I shall be told that that is a 
question of detail into which it is imper- 
tinent to intrude; that is the tone of the 
discussion. When my noble friend Lord 
Salisbury—whom as an old House of 
Commons friend I would gladly have 
congratulated, in his presence, on the 
success of his speech last night, in which 
he showed the charming qualities of 
character as well as of speech which en- 
deared him to us—I say that when Lord 
Salisbury spoke on this subject and 
infused into our debate an absence 
of mystification which at all events was 
gratifying, he said flatly that he was 
against Mr. Chamberlain’s views, and he 
said various other things which, as I have 
said, brought a tonic into our somewhat 
oppressed atmosphere. 1 want to ask the 
noble Lord who is going to reply on behalf 
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which you advance towards and never 
reach, 


. Now, my Lords, I want to ask the 
representatives of the Government on the 
Treasury Bench one or two plain ques- 
tions. First of all, they are aware, at 
least I hope they cannot but be aware, 
of this, that they attained their majority 
of fifty-one the other night in the House 
of Commons because Mr. Akers Douglas 
declared at the most solemn moment 
when a Parliamentary pledge can be 


of the Government, can it be possible that 
| they do not adhere to Mr. Akers Douglas’ 
| promise given on the eve of the division 
upon which asa Ministry they exist? And 
if they do, how does the policy of re- 
taliation work out ? Has that point been 
thought of ? Iowa with great regret that 
the more I press into this question the 
more [ am convinced that the whole of 
this subject has not been thought out. I 
cannot think that the obvious objections 
and the obvious difficulties which beset the 
whole of this question would not have 





given, just before the division, that | been met and considered and cleared away 


tie Government were opposed to duties | 
apon food and raw material. Now, I! 
pray the House to observe, because 
we require to draw distinctions, it 
is not that taxes upon food and raw 
material do not form part of the Govern- 
ment policy; we have heard that very 
often, but it is this time definitely that 
the Government are opposed to taxes on 
food and raw material. Ihope my noble 
friends on these Benches will observe that 
that is the condition upon which we are 
proceeding in this debate. There are to 
be no taxes upon food or raw material ; 
therefore any of us who had brilliant 
ideas about taxes which would make some 
of our friends rich—I mean the farmers 


if it had been possible to do so or if any 
pains had been taken about it. 


But then comes a serious question 
which really and truly has alone caused 
me to speak to-night. There was said in 
the House of Commons not long ago 
something which I really think ought 
never to have been said by a Conservative 
Minister. He had been appealed to 
on this very subject to tell us—observe 
“ys,” not you of the Opposition who are 
hungering for some fault in the Govern- 
ment, but us who want merely to be 
satisfied in going on and supporting the 
Conservative Party as we have known it 
—he had been asked to tell whether he 
could not state, even on this vital ques- 
tion of the constitutional procedure to be 
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adopted, whether Parliament was to be 
approached before these measures were 
sanctioned, and various other things of 
that sort; and Mr. Gerald Balfour said 
that that question of procedure—of pro- 
cedure, observe the degree of confidence 
between Minister and country—had been 
settled—by what? By Mr. Gladstone’s 
conduct about the Home Rule Bill! I 
hope I shall not offend the susceptibilities 
of noble Lords opposite, many of whom 
were Mr. Gladstone’s friends, if I speak 
freely of the characteristics of that 
statesman’s methods. I will not go 
further than this: they were sometimes, 
particularly in his later days, wily and 
astute, and, on this side of the House, 
language was applied to them which was 
a good deal more pointed. We, on this 
side of the House, thought, and we think 
still, that it was not fair to the country 
that they should be involved in proceed- 
ings of vital importance to the safety of 
the Empire unless they were told exactly 
how they worked out. I say the same 
now. I am not going too far when I say 
that it is not righ: that a Conservative 
Minister should appeal to us to keep 
quiet, and to shut our eyes and our ears 
about a matter of vital importance to the 
poor and rich of this country alike, 
merely because upon a certain occasion 
our most bitter opponent, under our fierce 
denunciation, had made a somewhat 
similar economy as to the facts. I could 
understand all this if it were applied to 
noble Lords opposite as a tu quoqgue which 
would silence their tongues, but I cannot 
understand the leaders of the Conserva- 
tive Party turning round upon us, who 
have never done anything to forfeit their 
confidence, and saying: “ We will treat 
you as Mr. Gladstone, your direst 
opponent, treated you.” 


I heard last night, with more than 
interest, the appeal made by my noble 
friend Lord Selborne to his supporters on 
this side of the House. He said that this 
was a vote of want of confidence, and he 
appealed to us whether we were going to 
throw away vital interests, of which 
the Unionist Party are the custodians, 
merely because we differed from the 
Government on this subject. The noble 
Duke touched on the subject to-night ; I 
also will venture to touch on it because I 
am a Tory who is going to vote against 
the Government, and I feel bound to say 


Lord Robertson. 


{LORDS} 
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one or two words on the subject. We 
are represented as leaving or deserting 
our Party at a critical moment and im- 


perilling Unionist interests. 1 stand 
astonished at that accusation. What is 
the history of this matter? It is a 


history of the last two years. When the 
present Government—by which I mean 
the Government of Mr. Balfour—acceded 
to power, they came into possession of 
the lead of the Unionist Party—Mr. 
Balfour, especially, as a Tory, came into 
the lead of the Tory Party—when that 
Party had attained a strength and a power 
and a usefulness which had never been 
rivalled in this country. I believe, for my 
part, that if the Party had been kept out 
of this morass into which it has been led 
it would have maintained the confidence, 
and the proud confidence, of the country 
for a generation to come. What has been 
done? I do not refer to my distinguished 
friends who are now scattered over the two 
Houses of Parliament ;I refer rather to 
those graver and deeper differences which 
have been created by the act of the 
Unionist Government. The Conservative 
Party—I speak of it because I know it 
best, and without the smallest disparage- 
ment to the Liberal Unionists—had been 
built up by Lord Beaconsfield and Lord 
Salisbury into a momentous orgiun of 
national welfare ; it had based its power 
by showing the identity of its princi- 
ples with those of the loyal working 
classes ; and, what was equally striking, it 
had done exactly what Matthew Arnold 
told it to do twenty years ago—it had 
made friends with the mind of the 
country. With those two elements on 
the one side and the other the path of 
prosperity and progress was clear before 
it. What has happened? We have 
seen the word and idea of Empire, which 
had cheered our people on to great 
exertions in the past, vulgarised beyond 
description. We have seen a successiul 
attempt to capture a Party based upon 
the deepest and clearest principles of 
national life and conduct, and the Party 
is now being turned into some sort of 
trading machine. 


I am going to ask the Government one 
more question about their policy of 
negotiation and retaliation. How do 
they intend to work it out in this country ? 
As my noble friend Lord James said in 
his admirable speech—a speech which 
ought to be read all over the country— 
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“Who brings you tidings ofyour mandate?” 
The answer must be ‘‘ Mr. Chamberlain’s 
candidates.” Ofcourse; you have not 
got enough of your own. Will the noble 
Marquess at the head of the Government 
in this House show me a _ comple- 
ment, a sufficiency, of candidates on 
the Conservative and Unionist side 
who are able to bring him back the 
clear tidings, “ We have brought the 
financial truth through all difficulties; no 
more taxation of bread, and, on the 
other hand, no more foolish Cobdenism, 
but the very soul and truth of the word, 
and you are in a majority?” My 
noble fri nd has no more prospect of 
that than he has of excluding Home 
Rulers from the next Parliament. What 
I want to ask is this, At the end of the 
day if— and it is a large “ if ”—the 
Chamberlainites bring triumph to your 
standard, what is to be done? I would 
not insure at a high rate your puny policy 
of negotiation and retaliation. I greatly 
fear that they would go by the board and 
you with them, and the question is— What 
then? This is one of the points 
upon which I am most anxious. Should 
this election go in favour of fiscal reform, 
what is coming? A ministry of Mr. 
Chamberlain. And what then becomes of 
Church and State? What becomes of the 
schools in which noble Lords on this 
side interested themselves so greatly last 
year? Would they not be open to 
the first bidder, who would go 
one higher on the subject of tariff 
reform? Have you considered that 
the miscarriage of your puny barque 
of negotiation and retaliation means 
the return into port with full sail of a 
system of Government the methods of 
propagating which were embodied in old- 
age pensions and in the promise of high 
wages? That isaconsummation to which 
I frankly decline to be a party. I owe 
Mr. Chamberlain no allegiance, and I 
decline for my part, and I hope many 
noble Lords will be found to do the same, 
to lend a hand to anything which will 
bring about such a sinister catastrophe. 


Eart CADOGAN: My Lords, per- 
haps I may be permitted to vary the 
ordinary formula which comes from those 
who address the House for the first time 
by asking your Lordships’ indulgence for 
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one who has not, as far as he knows, 
addressed the House for nine years. I 
had no desire to intervene in this debate, 
and I can promise the House that I 
shall not trespass on their indulgence 
for any lengthened period. I am sorry 
I entered the House at a late period in 
the speech of my noble friend behind me 
(Lord Robertson) and that I am _ not 
able to follow the arguments of a some- 
what singular nature by which he ap- 
peared to be supporting his view. I did 
hear, however, an attack upon a very 
distinguished statesman — Mr. Chamber- 
lain—and it appeared to me, from what I 
could hear, that my noble friend was not 
prepared to consider on its merits the all- 
important question which is now before 
the House. He was filled with anticipa- 
tions of evil which might arise from the 
triumph of Mr. Chamberlain ; he saw be- 
fore him a disestablished church, and 
various other matters which I think it 
will hardly be necessary for us to discuss 
to-night. As I said before, I am very 
unwilling to intrude in this, as in any other, 
debate, but I am impelled to say a few 
words, in the first place, becatse during 
the whole of this discussion I have not 
heard one word in support of the position 
which I feel I ought to occupy in this 
discussion. 


Policy. 


As a result of the [debates, both in 
the other House and in your Lord- 
ships’ House, we have arrived, as far as 
I can understand, at a unanimous agree- 
ment upon one subject. I have not 
heard anyone on these Benches, or read 
of anyone elsewhere, who doubts that we 
have arrived at a time at which our trade 
and commerce is carried on under con- 
ditions which require, if not amendment, 
at all events consideration. That lands 
us, at all events, at the first stage of the 
discussion. Of course, there are some 
noble Lords, and I am afraid I must 
divide them into four categories, who 
have spoken in this debate, who appear 
to feel that in some cases there is no 
necessity for any change, and in other 
cases that that necessity is of a more 
modified character. Perhaps if I were 
to single out one among my noble friends 
as hardly appreciating the necessity for 
any action, or even for any consideration 
of this important question, I should point 
to my noble friend Lord Balfour of 
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Burleigh. I believe, if I understand his 
speech aright, that he sees no necessity 
for any inquiry into the system which 
now obtains, and he is quite content that 
we should remain as we are, and do 
nothing. Then there are noble Lords 
opposite. I do not think that any one 
of them will deny—I do not know that 
my noble friend who leads the Opposition 
has ever denied—that there is at all events 
a case for grave consideration, that there 
are doubts which must be solved, and 
although, as we know, his opinions are 
very distinct and very loyal upon the 
doctrine which he has always advocated— 
the doctrine of free trade—yet he and his 
noble friends also admit that some- 
thing possibly may be done, though not 
in the sense of the proposals of the Govern- 
ment. Nobody, as far as I know, has 
mentioned in the course of the debate 
the alternative policy which has been 
placed before the country by the right 
hon. Gentleman the late Colonial Secre- 
tary. We have had attacks upon His 
Majesty’s Government; we have heard 
that they have not expressed their own 
opinions glearly, and that they have not 
placed before the House a policy which is 
intelligible to us. To a certain extent I 
am obliged to coincide with that view. 
But with regard to the policy which has 
been very clearly laid before us by the 
late Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
nobody, as far as I know, has discussed 
that policy. Perhaps they were correct 
in not doing so, because that policy is 
not before the House. But if that policy 
is not before the House, I should like to 
know what is. 


Here I should like to associate myself 
with those who have offered their sincere 
congratulations to my noble friend opposite 
who initiated the discussion on the admir- 
able form which he has invented for the 
Motion now under discussion. It is one 
which I recommend tothe notice of all those 
who in future will manage our business 
here. It is one which no doubt offers 
some difficulties to those who wish to 
meet it. My noble friend gave notice of 
a series of questions which he intended 
to put to His Majesty’s Government ; 
he answered those questions according 
to his own lights, and reserved to himself 
the right of moving, which gave him a 
locus standi, a Motion embodying a prin- 
ciple which had already been agreed to 

Earl Cadogan, 
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by my noble friend on this side of the 
House. That is a very convenient way, 
no doubt, of creating a peg upon which 
to hang a discussion, and I am bound to 
say that I listened with the greatest 
interest to the admirable speech which 
my noble friend delivered from his point 


of view. 


I wish in the few words I shall address 
to the House to point to the difficulties in 
which the supporters of His Majesty’s 
Government are placed by the ap- 
parent want, not only of information 
but of cohesion, which is to be found 
in all the utterances of the various 
members of the Government. We must 
all admit that the Government have 
been placed in exceptionally difficult 
circumstances during the debates on this 
subject. There is no man in the country 
who does not regret as much as I do the 
illness which has overtaken the Prime 
Minister. We have all watched by his 
bed-side ; we have all grieved at the loss 
which his absence has entailed upon us 
and at the sufferings he has undergone ; 
we have all been gratified to hear of the 
improvement of his health, and I am sure 
his return will be welcomed, to the great 
relief of all Members on both sides of 
both Houses of Parliament. I think 
there was a great deal to be said for the 
statement made in the other House of 
Parliament as to the position in which 
the members of the Cabinet then found 
themselves. They said, and with great 
reason, that the one man who had a right 
and who alone had a right, to expound the 
policy of the Government was the Prime 
Minister. But I noticed that they pro- 
ceeded, as perhaps they were in duty 
bound to proceed, to expound that policy 
for themselves. What I have to find 
fault with—and I do so with the utmost 
respect— is the fact that those exposi- 
tions have come upon us in a painful 
alternation, with an ebb and a flow, which 
has bewildered us all, with the general 
result that it is very difficult to ascertain 
where we stand and in what position we 
are with regard to this question. I have 
no hesitation in saying where I stand, 
because, although nobody has said so 
before in this House, and I am afraid 
nobody is about to say so, I myself am 
inclined to support the larger policy, the 
more frank policy, the more practical 
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policy, which is embodied in the proposals 
which have been enunciated in public by 
my right hon. friend the late Secretary of 
State for the Colonies. 


But while I say that, I wish to offer my 
tribute of respect to my noble friends— 
the noble Duke and others—who have 
never made any secret of the position 
which they have taken up on this quest‘on. 
They still are devoted to a policy which 
they call free trade and which they believe 
to be free trade, but which I think the 
noble Duke has modified into a policy 
merely of free imports. I hope I am not 
misinterpreting them. I think they are 
satisfied with the status quo, they do not 
see any reason for debating a policy to 
revive what is admitted to be an unsatis- 
factory state of trade, therefore, it is very 
difficult to urge anything which will have 
any effect upon them or induce them to 
join anyone who proposes fiscal reform. 
The policy of His Majesty’s Government is 
I admit, of a very different character. His 
Majesty’s Government has admitted that 
these difficulties exist ; they have also in- 
timated their intention to remedy them. 
We look to the Prime Minister and to his 
declarations for an explanation of the 
lines upon which they propose to deal 
with this all-important subject. I am 
sure I should not be considered to be 
taking any unfair advantage if I read a 
few extracts from a speech made by the 
Prime Minister, I think in June last, at 
the Constitutional Club, which, if he has 
not been able to inform us lately as to his 
views, at all events gives us a basis upon 
which we can found our appreciation of 
the policy which he intends to carry out. 
I think it was on 27th June last that my 
right hon. friend the Prime Minister 
attended a luncheon given at the Constitu- 
tional Club in honour of the late Colonial 
Secretary on his return from South Africa. 
The occasion was a very interesting one, 
and loth as I am to take part in any public 
functions of that sort, I determined to be 
present and to hear what the views of the 
Prime Minister at that time were. There 
was no doubt whatever about those views 
then. It fell to the lot of the Prime 
Minister to present an address to the then 
Secretary of State for the Colonies and to 
make a speech congratulating him on that 
visit to South Africa which was the ad- 


{19 Fepruary 1904} 





Policy. 418 


miration of all those who observed the 
energy with which the late Secretary of 
State for the Colonies performed a duty 
which few men at his age could have 
accomplished, and returned, having, 
as we believe, done a great work 
towards the pacification of, and the 
arrival at friendly arrangements in that 
important part of our dominions. The 
Prime Minister on that occasion, as 
I have said, proposed a vote of thanks to 
the late Colonial Secretary and presented 
him with an address, and he made several 
remarks on that occasion which I think 
bear upon the question now under your 
Lordships’ consideration. He said— 

“It would be folly on the part of the Con- 
servative or Unionist Party to make particular 
opinions on economical subjects a test of Party 
loyalty.” 

He said the questions were not new, and 
that he saw four dangers ahead. This, 
I think, isan important statement, because 
if there were four dangers ahead those 
dangers ought to be dealt with. He said 
that the first was what we now call 
“* dumping,” which he expressed in much 
more detailed language. The second he 
said was that negotiation with regard to 
tariffs was rendered extremely difficult 
or impossible by the present position of 
our tariff. Since Cobden’s treaty with 
France and other concessions we had had 
nothing left to give. Now my Lords, I 
hardly know what this can mean except 
that retaliation will create for us something 
to give, and I doubt myself whether that 
can be done without protection. Then 
the third point of the Prime Minister was 
a protest relating to the Canadian-German 
difficulty. The fourth is in these words— 

“If possible there should be some arrange- 
ment made with these self-governing colonies 
which would unite us together in fiscal bonds.” 

And he added that he left that to his 
right hon. friend Mr. Chamberlain to 
deal with. This was at the banquet— 

“If possible there should be some arrange- 


ment made with these self-governing colonies 
which should unite us together in fiscal bonds.” 


We hope it may be possible, but we have 
heard nothing of that arrangement since. 
It is important to remark that I believe 
we all understood at the commencement of 
these discussions that the Imperial ques- 
tion, the question of drawing the Colonies 


' closer to us, was to be one of the leading 
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objects which the Government and Mr. 
Chamberlain proposed to themselves in 
starting this campaign. The Prime Min- 
ister further stated, in reference to the 


possible opposition to taxation on food— | 


“There is no logical or substantial reason 
why a policy, if it be wise and if it be practicable 
in other ways, should not be carried out without 
increasing the cost of living to the working classes 
of this country ; but, at all events, let us set our 
minds to consider how that can be met.” 


After what I had heard at that meeting 
I considered that the Prime Minister, 
if he did not wholly coincide with the 
views of the late Colonial Secretary, 
at all events agreed with him in the more 
important points of his policv. Not only 
that, but I understand that Mr. Chamber- 
lain had the high sanction of the Prime 
Minister in the campaign in which he 
subsequently embarked. So far, so good. 
What I would like to ask on behalf of 
many supporters of the Government is 
this. We understood the position of the 
Government at the time to which I have 
just referred. What is our position now ? 
We have had the debate in the other 
House of Parliament ; we have had the 
debate just concluding in this House, 
but I suppose it would not be too much 
to say that if we looked for guidance to 
the speeches of members of the Cabinet 
we should be somewhat puzzled as to the 
decision at which we ought to arrive. 

I may say at once as regards the Amend- 
ment before the House that I shall give 
it my humble support. I should always 
wish to support His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, because. if I understand their 
policy, they not only realise the difficulties 
under which we labour, but they are pre- 
pared with a policy which in their opinion 
is adequate, and which, whether we agree 
with it or not, is a policy in the direction 
which we may hope will lead to a remedy 
of the evils complained of. I cannot 
see any such hope in the attitude of noble 
Lords opposite. I think that any Motion 
proposed on behalf of His Majesty’s 
Government in this matter should be 
supported by all of us, because, although 
we think they might go further, at the 
same time they are prepared to do some- 
thing, while I cannot see that noble 
Lords opposite, or even those who dignify 
themselves by the name “ free-fooders,” 
are likely to help us in any degree. 

I should just like to say that I have 
felt very deeply the position in which 

Earl Cadogan, 
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supporters of His Majesty’s Government 


have been placed. It is quite true, as 
I have said, that the trumpets give an 


uncertain sound, and that whenever the 
subject is discussed we find some mem- 
bers of His Majesty’s Government who 


‘lead us to hope for strong measures, and 


others who, on the contrary, limit very 
strictly the hopes of those who support 
them. But there have been, especially 
last night, one or two statements made 
by Ministers which I confess have given 
me considerable consolation, and have 
led me to hope for better things before 
long. $ There was, for instance, the speech 
of my noble friend Lord Selborne. « That 
speech has been described by some as a 
speech throughout in favour of protection. 
I am not quite sure that I could go so 
far as that in the description of it, but 
there was one element in it to which I 
should like to draw the attention of the 
House. We have had no more eloquent 
statement of the difficulties in which the 
country now finds itself ; we have had no 
more eloquent refutation of the allega- 
tion which was made on the other side 
of the House that this country is at 
present in an exceptionally favourable 
and prosperous condition. But the more 
my noble friend argued that trade is 
decreasing, that our industries are in 
danger, and that a state of things has 
arisen which calls for a remedy, the more 
I think does he invite upon himself 
the retort that the Government in that 
case should provide some effectual remedy 
for the state of things which now exists. 


What is the remedy which the Govern- 
ment propose ? It is negotiation. Well, 
the power of negotiation they possess at 
present. It is retaliation. Well, retalia- 
tion, as I understand it, means the power 
of imposing a protective duty in reply to 
one imposed against us bv 4 foreign 
country. But my noble fr.ends say that 
retaliation does not mean protection. 
The noble Marquess Lord Salisbury, 
whose appearance in this House was an 
event of great and deep interest to those 
who, for many reasons, would have recalled 
to their memories recollections of his 
illustrious father, and whom we all con- 
gratulate on his success, told us, not only 


_ that there was no protection in retaliation, 


but that there was not even a protective 


flavour. I have heard of the odour of 
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sanctity but I have never heard of a pro- ' 
tective flavour. However that may be, | 
I imagine he meant that retaliation, in his 
view, could be carried out without any 
protection at all. That I very much 
doubt. I quite understand that protec- 
tion pure and simple means protective 
duties all round. I quite understand also | 
that retaliation may be said not to be 
simple protection, because it means 
merely imposing one duty ad hoc as a quid 
pro quo in the case of a duty imposed 
against us. Be that as it may, I take it 
that my noble friend Lord Salisbury has 
told us that there is to be no protection, 
and we have already heard that there is to 
be no preference. But is there to be no 
preference ? I do not know whether it is 
in order to refer to a speech made in the 
other House, but the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies in a speech there, after 
detailing the policy and the position of the 
Government, made a pathetic appeal to 
the supporters of the Government. He 
begged and implored them—it is not 
necessary to implore me, because I should 
not do it in any case—under no circum- 
stances to forget that there was this pre- 
ference behind. I think his expression 
was that he would never take his eye off 
that preference. Then my noble friend 
Lord Selborne said that he hoped we 
should not put any ban on preference. I 
hope we shall not. 

I have ventured to make these few re- 
marks because I think that the arguments 
which have been used by those who have 
attacked His Majesty’s Government have 
come from those who do not believe in the 
necessities of the situation, who do not 
believe in providing any remedies for those 
necessities. I wish merely to put the case, 
which I do with all respect, from the 
opposite point of view. There may be no 
Member of your Lordships’ House who | 
agrees with me, but I believe that the 
Government will not be able to confine 
themselves to the limited policy which | 
they have laid before Parliament. [I 
venture with all respect to agree with what | 
fell from the noble Earl on the Woolsack. | 
I am not sure that I realised all his views, | 
but I have never heard him quoted as a 
very strong free-trader, and I think that so | 
far he left the argumentative part of the | 
question. “He simply informed us that it 
was not the duty of the Government to 
lay down the conditions of any policy 
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which was not before the House. We 
know that the policy before the House is a 
very limited one. His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have told us that the policy now 
before the House, which they admit is 
before the House,—viz., the policy of 
negotiation, and what I may term con- 
tingent retaliation, is the only policy 
which they mean to supmit to the electors 
of the country. It is impossible for His 
Majesty’s Government to limit the scope 
of the consideration of such a question as 
this within the lines which they have laid 
down for themselves, not only because it 
would not be easy under any circum- 
stances, but because a much larger, a 
much fuller, and I venture to say, a much 
worthier policy has been already laid 
before the country by the right hon. 
Gentleman the late Secretary of State for 
the Colonies. The country is in posses- 
sion of that policy ; they have discussed 
it, and they are about to discuss it; and 
in my opinion, which perhaps is not worth 
having, the country will adopt towards 
that policy an attitude not entirely un- 
favourable to the views of my right hon. 
friend. Of course, if His Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment lay down their policy—their 
limited policy as I venture to call it—and 
pit it against that of the ex-Colonial Sec- 
retary, no doubt the country will be able 
to decide, but I am afraid His Majesty’s 
Government are deceiving themselves 
if they believe that the discussion in 
the country, both up to and during the 
election, will be limited to the proposals 
they have made. I am afraid they will 
find themselves mistaken. I say this in 
all honesty, and not in any spirit of 
antagonism to my noble friends who are 
members of the Government or to the 
Government itself. On the contrary, I 


| realise all the difficulties which the Prime 


Minister had to face. I admit that he 
was not only Prime Minister, but also the 
leader of a Party, and I am far from saying 
that he was not right and that he did not 
exercise the highest duties of statesman- 
ship in limiting the policy to what he 
believed would be endorsed by the 
majority of his Party, leaving further 
developments to the future. But I am 
afraid he deceives himself if he thinks that 
the people of this country have forgotten 
his own utterances. They believe that 
the Prime Minister is favourable—he had 
admitted it very often—to the policy of 
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Mr. Chamberlain. They know and they 
understand—and nobody blames him for 
it—that he says it is a policy which it will 
take a long time to develop, and upon 
which the electors of this country will 
require a considerable amount of educa- 
tion. But, as I said before, I think His 
Majesty's Government will do well if 
between this and the genera! election— 
which I hope will be long postponed— 
they reconsider their policy in the sense of 
augmenting and strengthening it. I can 
only say that, as far as I am concerned, and 
I know I express the views of many 
Members of your Lordships’ House 
and of Members of the other House, any 
strengthening of that policy would be 
viewed with gratification. I trust that 
before long the Government will see that 
they are more likely to enjoy the support 
of the country if they will go “ the whole 
hog ”—I hardly like to use the term, but I 
know no other way of expressing it—or at 
all events if they will advance some 
further step towards the realisation of 
what I believe will prove in the end to be 
the policy to the best advantage of the 
people of this country, and by which I 
believe they will secure the strong support 
of the constituencies throughout the 
Kingdom. 


*Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I do not 
regret that I gave way to the noble Earl 
when I rose to address your Lordships a 
short time ago. The noble Earl's speech 
is one which, I think, has‘made an im- 
pression on your Lordships. It was 
what I may call the speech of a candid 
friend of the Government, and certainly 
a very independent speech. But why is it 
that on this great national question the in- 
dependent supporters of the Government 
are so silent? It is a remarkable thing 
that, with two exceptions—and they were 
not warm supporters of the Government 
—not a single independent Peer has 
spoken on the opposite side. We had a 
very able speech from the noble and 
learned Lord (Lord Robertson), but he is an 
ex-member of the Government. We have 
now had a speech, as I have said, from a 
candid friend, but the noble Ear! is also 
an ex-member of the Government. Why 
is it, I repeat, that on this great national 
question the independent supporters of 
the Government do not express their 
opinions? Is it that they disagree with 


Earl Cadogan. 
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His Majesty’s Government, or is it for 
some other reason? Can it be, I hardly 
think so on such a great question, a justi- 
fication of what I said on the opening night 
of the session, when complimenting the 
mover and seconder of the Address, that 
the atmosphere of this House was not 
conducive or encouraging to debate. 
My noble friend Lord Balfour of Burleigh, 
in very kindly terms, differed from me on 


that’subject, but I still adhere to what: 


I said. 


We have had, nevertheless, a remark- 
able debate. We had a very interesting 
speech from the noble Lord the late 
Secretary for Scotland ; we also had an 
interesting speech from my noble friend 
the noble Duke, on the personal part that 
they played in the changes in the Govern- 
ment. I shall not discuss the attitude 
they took up, nor the attitude of the 
Prime Minister towards them. But | 
think I may observe, with the approval of 
everyone in this House, that what they 
have said is honourable to th2m, and that 
everybody believes that they acted in the 
spirit of honourable statesmen doing their 
duty, as they conceived it, to their Party 
and their country. The attitude of the 
noble Duke and that of the noble Lord 
who sits near him is of great importance. 
The reasons they have given for separating 
themselves from the Government of which 
they were such strong supporters, show 
what an extraordinary position His 
Majesty’s Government isin, and how very 
vague and dangerous an attitude the 
Government take towards this great 
question of free trade or protection. 
My noble friend behind me, Lord Crewe, 
put a specific Motion relating to one part 
of the subject, but, considering how much 
this part of the subject bears on all the 
larger questions connected with free 
trade and protection, it was natural that 
the debate should run into other parts of 
the question. 


Though I shall not trouble your Lord- 
ships at great length at this late hour of 
the night, I must refer to one or two of 
the points which have been raised, and I 
shall also have a word to say with regard 
to retaliation and negotiation. Those of 
your Lordships who are free - traders 
rejoiced to hear the noble Marquess (Lord 
Salisbury) speak with no faltering voice in 
favour of free trade and against protection, 
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but it is worth while noticing that the 
speech of the noble Marquess hardly co- 
incided with that of the noble Earl the 


‘First Lord of the Admiralty.- I am not 


going to say that the First Lord of the 
Admiralty made a completely protec- 
tionist speech ; but, if I am not mistaken, 
in his speech there were echoes from the 
arguments of the great man who has been 
stumping the country. Although no 
doubt the noble Earl very ably expressed 
them in his own words, still his speech 
contained a great many of the views which 
Mr. Chamberlain has urged. More than 
one noble Lord has referred to something 
I said on the opening night with regard to 
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this question. I am stated to have 
admitted that the trade of the country 
was not as satisfactory as it should be. | 
I entirely deny that I said anything of the 
sort. What I said—I am quoting from 
the report in The Farliainevtary Debates— 
was— 

“ There are continual declarations from the 
President of the Board of Trade and others that | 
the trade of the country is declining, but I am 
convinced this is an entirely erroneous view, and 
that trade.was never more prosperous in this 
country, though I admit that some changes 
may be necessary, for we have to meet a keen 
and active competition from other nations, 
and must look to ourselves to see we are fully 
armed for the struggle.” 





We may compare this question to 
illness; we find that there are degrees of | 
illness. It may be necessary for a man 
to undergo a serious operation to save his 
life, or his illness may be a very trifling 
matter. Can anybody say that at the 
present moment the state of trade and 
commerce in this country shows signs so 
ominous, to use the expression of the 
First Lord of the Admiralty, that a 
remedy of the greatest possible severity 
must be applied? Yet to upset the 
whole fiseal policy of the country is a pro- 
posal analagous to the most serious opera- 
tions in surgery. Lesser evils which may 
demand consideration do not call for any 
such treatment. When I speak of the 
necessity of technical education, I cannot 
help having in mind the example of Swit- 
zetland. That country, mountainous, and 
with no harbours, has yet been most suc- 
cessful in industrial competition, because 
enormous attention has there been paid 
to technical education. 


As to the comparisons that have been 
made between the state of trade in this 





Policy. 426 


country now and in former years it will 
be remembered that in the early period 
of this discussion one famous compatison, 
which dealt with a period of inflation fol- 
lowing on the Franco-German war, has 
been shown to be entirely erroneous. 
We do not hear of that kind of comparison 
now. How isthe comparison made now ? 
The progress of onr commerce is now com- 
pared with that of other countries, but | 
venture to say that that is false matter of 
comparison. The First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty has said that sixty years ago we 
were commercially supreme and had no 
rivals, But is it to be expected that now- 
a-days we are to have no rivals? Our 
trade and commerce have reached such 
enormous dimensions that we cannot 
expect that we should increase it in the 


| proportions we did formerly. I would 


compare the increase of our trade and 
commerce with what takes place with 
regard to other matters. Take the speed 
of trains. In early days, when trains 
only went twenty miles an hour, it was 
not difficult to increase the speed to thirty 
miles. But now, when we have reached 
a speed of sixty miles, it is exceedingly 
difficult and expensive to augment it. The 
noble Earl the First Lord of the Admiralty 
will, I am sure, admit the same argument 
with regard to the speed of battleships 
and cruisers. The speed could be pretty 


| easily increased when those ships went at 
| twelve knots, but when they reach twenty- 


two knots, it is very difficult, if not im- 
possible, without incurring tremendous 
expense, to increase the speed. It is the 
same with regard to our trade and com- 
merce. Our trade and commerce, as I 
have said, have reached such great dimen- 
sions that, we cannot expect that the same 
proportion of increase should be main 
tained. On the other hand, our neigh- 
bours, owing to great activity and also to 
great intelligence and learning, have been 
able to improve their position. Their 
position was not nearly as advanced as 
ours, so that they are therefore advancing 
at this moment in far larger proportion 
than this country. I cannot share the 
forebodings of evil which seem to fill the 
mind of the First Lord of the Admiralty. 
It is true that our trade and commerce 
are not increasing at the same rate that 
they did twenty years ago, for the reasons 
I have given, but I believe they were 
never more prosperous than at present. 
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Referring to the pamphiet on “ Insular 
Free Trade” which the Prime Minister 
issued not long ago, what, I ask, is the 
Premier’s test of a nation’s prosperity ? 
The amount of its imports. He says 
clearly that exports are only required in 
order to enable us to obtain imports. If, 
then, our imports continue to increase we 
need not trouble ourselves about exports. 
This clearly follows from Mr. Balfour’s 
own arguments. He also says emphatic- 
ally that the wealth of the country is 
greater and better diffused than at any 
previous period. Why, then, should we risk 
anything ? People do not run great risks 
except when they are suffering great evils. 
The shipping question, which is one of the 
most important of the questions con- 
nected with the subject of free trade and 
protection, has been scarcely referred to 
during the debate. Yet our shipping 
trade is marvellous in its proportions, 
and it is increasing enormously still. We 
are in no way going back. We are the 
great carriers for the whole world, and it 
is, I believe, the fact that British steam- 
ships have increased 1,000,000 tons every 
five years since 1870. That is an impor- 
tant evidence of the prosperity of this 
country, and I think we ought to be very 
careful to do nothing which would inter- 
fere with the prosperity of the shipping 
trade, for, as the noble Earl opposite 
will, I know, agree, its prosperity is not 
only of vital importance to the commerce 
of the country, but also as the great 
nursery for and helpmeet to our great 
Navy. 


Free trade has given our shipbuilders 
access to the cheapest and best materials 
in the world. And consider how diverse 
these materials are. As Sir Christopher 
Furness recently pointed out, the steel 
is made from ore produced in Spain and 
Sweden, the brass from Spanish and 
American copper, the spelter comes from 
Germany, the woodwork from America 
and Norway, the ropes from Russia, and 
the hemp from the Phillipines. Is not 
that evidence of what enormous import- 
ance free imports are to trade in this coun- 
try ? I sincerely hope that nothing that 
His Majesty’s Government may do, and 
nothing that Mr. Chamberlain can do, 
will in any way check that great volume 
of trade which is carried all over the 
world by our shipping, and which is of 


Earl Spencer. 
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such gigantic importance to our influence, 
power, and wealth. The noble Earl 
argued that we could not trace the com- 
mencement .of our commercial prosperity 
to the period after the introduction of 
free trade. Well, I venture to say he has 
overlooked a great deal in making that 
statement. He has overlooked the state 
in which the country was at that time. 
He began by referring to the year 1846. 


* The Eart or SELBORNE : 1847. 


*Eart SPENCER: The noble Earl 
seemed to have forgotten that long before 
that Sir Robert Peel commenced his great 
reform of the tariff. From 1842 he made 
enormous changes, which had very great 
effect on the whole of the country. The 
noble Earl quoted Sir Robert Peel before 
he became a convert to free trade, and I 
might quote numerous passages from the 
speeches of Mr. Chamberlain, in which the 
right hon. Gentleman most eloquently 
and clearly put the very arguments 
which we wish to enforce to-day. I should 
like to quote what was said by a very great 
man, and a man whose name will carry 
weight. Speaking at Edinburgh, on 2nd 
December, 1845, Lord Macaulay, referring 
to the condition of the country in 1841 
said— 

“Will anybody tell me that™the capitalist 
was the only sufferer, or the chief sufferer ? 
Have we forgotten what was the condition of 
the working people in that unhappy year? So 
visible was the misery of the manufacturing 
towns that a man of sensibility could hardly 
bear to pass through them. Everywhere he 
found filth and nakedness, and plaintive voices, 
and wasted forms and haggard faces. Politi- 
cians, who had never been thought alarmists, 
began to tremble for the very foundations 
of society. First the mills were put on short 
time. Then they ceased to work at all. Then 
went to pledge the scanty property of the 
artisan ; first his little luxuries, then his com- 
forts, then his necessaries. The hovels were 
stripped until they were as bare as the wigwam 
of a Dogribbed Ind‘an. Alone amidst the 
general misery, the shop with three golden balls 
prospered, and was crammed from cellar to 
= with the clocks and the kettles, and the 

lankets and the Bibles of the poor. I remem- 
ber well the effect which was produced in Lon- 
don by the unwonted sight of huge pieces of 
cannon which were‘going northward to overawe 
the starving population of Lancashire.” 


Is that a picture of prosperity ? Does 
that show that before free trade came in 
the country was in a very prosperous 
condition. On the contrary, it shows— 
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and I could quote the opinions of others 


to the same effect—that the condition of | 


affairs was most deplorable in the country, 
and such as nothing, to my mind, but free 
trade was able to put straight. 


Now, my Lords, I come to the actual 
Resolution which my noble friend behind 
me has proposed. We have heard a 
great deal about retaliation, and I hope 
we shall hear something more from the 
noble Marquess the Leader of the House, 
who, I presume, will wind up the debate. 
We understand perfectly well the policy 
of Mr. Chamberlain. We understand 
what my noble friend Lord Cadogan 
supports. But, as has been pointed out, 
time after time, we cannot understand 
the position of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. They have two views. I hardly 
think the free-trade opinions which were 
expressed by the noble Marquess the Lord 
Privy Seal were at all echoed in the speech 
of the noble Earl the First Lord of the 
Admiralty. Now, what is retaliation ? 
We have heard it described to-night, 
and up to a certain point we understand 
what is meant by retaliation; but can 
retaliation be called a policy? I rather 
think that retaliation is a weapon by 
which you can carry out a policy. We 
do not know how His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are going to carry out their policy. 
It may be done in various ways. They 
may proceed by Act of Parliament, 
giving power to the King in Council to act 
in certain circumstances, following the 
precedent contained in the Navigation 
Laws. I cannot help thinking that the 
refusal of His Majesty’s Government to 
accept the clear proposal of my noble 
friend implies that they intend to have 
some general power of this sort, which 
will avoid their having to come to Parlia- 
ment in each case. Why are they 
so afraid of the little word “ each ?” 


If we do not have it to-night, we must 
have before long, certainly before an 
appeal is made to the country, the clear, 
definite, and cohesive opinion of the 
Government. The noble Earl said there 
was a want of cohesion on the part of the 
Government. Ientirelyagree. Wehave 
heard more than once that members of a 
Government may differ in opinion, and 
I quite agree that on certain questions 
they may differ. There are certain ques- 
tions which may be considered open 
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questions. Take, for instance, a very 
important Irish question—that of an 
Irish Catholic University. We know 
that in Lord Salisbury’s Government 
there were various views on that subject; 
but that is a perfectly open question, 
It was not going to be made a question 
to be taken up by the Government. But 
I do not consider that this is a question 
which can be treated as an open question 
upon which a divergence of opinion 
among members of the Cabinet may be 
tolerated. It is a question upon which 
the Government and every politician 
must have a clear and decided view. It 
is not a question on which there can be 
two, four, or five views in the Cabinet. 
I will not detain your Lordships further, 
but I would impress upon His Majesty’s 
Government the absolute necessity of 
clearing up their position, and stating 
whether they are going to support in- 
directly, if not directly, the policy of 
Mr. Chamberlain, which is protection, or 
whether they are going only to support 
retaliation and negotiation. If they are 
only going to support retaliation and 
negotiation, then I say they must define 
exactly what they are going to do, other- 
wise it will be impossible for the con- 
stituencies in the country to come to a 
correct vote and decision on this ques- 
tion, whichis of such vital interest and 
importance to the whole kingdom. 


Policy. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
or LanspownE): My Lords, this dis- 
cussion has ranged over a wide field, and 
at this hour of the night it is scarcely 
possible for me to go over the whole of it. 
We have listened to the important and 
interesting statements of the reasons 
which induced two of our colleagues to 
leave us recently. We have had a 
critical examination of the Motion and 
the Amendment ; we have had a full dis- 
cussion of the Government policy ; and 
we have had a considerable amount of 
controversy with regard to another policy 
which is not that of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, and with which they do not as- 
sociate themselves, With regard to the 
two speeches which have been delivered 
to us upon the resignations, I can only 
say this, that I listened to them, as I am 
sure my friends on this side of the House 
listened to them, with a deep sense of the 
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depth of feeling with which those speeches 
were uttered and of the absolute sincerity 
with which they were characterised. 
We have great regret in parting from the 
friends and allies with whom we were 
associated so long, and as we listened to 
them we could not help feeling how great 
a loss this Bench has sustained in eloquence 
and ability by their defection. There is 
only one circumstance in which I am in- 
clined to find consolation in the speeches 
of my noble friends. They made it per- 
fectly clear to us that they left us under 
circumstances which rendered it absolutely 
impossible that they should continue to 
be our colleagues. There can be no ques- 
tion of their having left us owing to one 
of those momentary misunderstandings 
which sometimes lead to decisions form- 
ing the subject of lifelong regret. It is 
said of our first parents when they found 
themselves turning their backs upon the 
Garden of Eden that— 


“Some natural tears they shed yet wiped 
them soon.” 


I think we may say that of our col- 
leagues. They have gone forth like 
our first parents to till the earth, and we 
can only hope that the furrows which 
they trace may not be found to diverge 
too widely from ours. 


As to the policy of the Government, 
we have been interrogated with a close- 
ness and a persistency which I do not 
think I have ever seen equalled in the 
discussions in this House. The endea- 
vour of our critics is to show to us that 
our policy means either nothing at all or 
else protection. Our policy does mean 
something, and that something is not 
protection. If one could find amuse- 
ment in these things, I am almost 
amused at the persistent efforts which 
have been made to tar us with the brush 
of protection. I believe it is true that in 
some parts of Africa there are native 
officials whose business it is to smell out 
witches, and I think noble Lords opposite 
and their friends make it their business 
to smell out protection in all sorts of 
quarters where it does not exist. Some- 
times it is a humble Under-Secretary, 
sometimes it is the Colonial Secretary, 
sometimes it is the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, and sometimes it is the 
Prime Minister himself. None of us are 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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safe, and we must congratulate our- 
selves on the fact that up to the present 
moment none of us have been done 
to death by our inquisitors. We say 
that we are not protectionists, but free- 
traders. We say that our interpretation 
of free trade is as true an interpretation 
and founded on as high an authority as 
yours. Your theory is that if other 
nations freely supply us it does not in 
the least matter whether we are allowed 
to supply them; you keep your eyes 
permanently upon the importer and the 
consumer, and allow the producer and ex- 
porter to take chances for themselves. 
That is not, I believe, sound political 
economy, or, for the matter of that, 
sound sense. We hold, on the contrary, 
that you can only have free trade if the 
course of commerce is allowed to flow 
freely along its natural chaniels and when 
the country which gives and the country 
which receives are both allowed to reap 
the full advantage of natural conditions. 
We are not content with your theory of 
free trade ; we believe, on the contrary, 
that the limited free trade which has con- 
tented you has been the cause of serious 
injury to our commerce, and we agree 
with my noble friend Lord Salisbury, who, 
I think, with great presence of mind 
succeeded in taking the sense of the House 
last night and in obtaining an opinion 
nemine contradicente, that all is not well 
with the trade of this country. 


Leaving for the moment the question 
of theory, I would lay before your Lord- 
ships very briefly indeed one or two facts 
which seem to me to support the con- 
tentions which I have just urged. The 
first fact is this—that during recent years 
there has been a steady tendency on the 
part of all foreign countries to raise their 
tarifis against us. I will not trouble 
your Lordships with too many figures, but 
in 1879 the German tariff was raised to a 
protective level; in 1881 the Russian 
tariff was increased ; in 1882 there was a 
general increase of the Austro-Hungarian 
duties; in 1884 there was a further in- 
crease of the Russian tariff; in 1885 
there was a further increase of the 
German tariff; in 1887 the Russian 
duties were again increased ; in 1888 the 
Italian duties were increased; in 1890 


‘the McKinley Tariff was introduced in 


the United States, and there was a further 
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increase of the Russian tariff; in 1892 
there was some reduction in the tariffs of 
central European Powers, but the French, 
Spanish, and Portuguese duties were in- 
creased ; and in 1897 the United States 
scale of duties was largely increased. 
The second fact is that the effect of 
these successive heightenings of the 
tariff wall has been to divert our trade, 
to some extent at all events, from pro- 
tected countries to those which are not 
protected ; and the third fact which I 
would draw attention to is this, that at 
this very moment the European Powers 
are contemplating a still further addition 
to their hostile tariffs. 


We are frequently told that what 
is called the “ most-favoured-nation 
treatment” is sufficient protection for 
us against these dangers. My noble 
friend Lord Selborne very properly 
pointed out that the most-favoured- 
nation treatment has ceased to be a pro- 
tection against hostile tariffs, and the 
reason is not far to seek. In these days 
the tendency is towards very minute 
classification of tariffs,with the result that 
when two Powers wish to make a com- 
mercial agreement between themselves, 
excluding from its advantages a third 
Power entitled to most-favoured-nation 
treatment, they can easily do so by a 
process known to experts as gerry- 
mandering the tariff. The thing has 
in fact been constantly done to our 
disadvantage. I may mention an in- 
stance of this. In 1892 the central 
Powers of Europe revised their com- 
mercial treaties, and, although we had at 
that moment an export trade to Germany 
of no less than 675,000,000 marks, only 
2°) per cent. of that large trade obtained 
any relief under the most-favoured- 
nation treatment to which we were 
entitled. Of course, besides that there 
are other devices, such as preferential 
railway rates, frontier dues, and in certain 
cases interpretations of the most-favoured 
nation clause which have the effect of 
whittling away its meaning and import- 
ance. It is in these circumstances that 
we desire, instead of relying upon 
most-favoured-nation treatment — in- 
stead of being content with what I might 
call the by-products of arrangements 
entered into by other Powers—to bargain 
for ourselves. Having learned from ex- 
perience that in such cases mere ex- 
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postulation and remonstrance are not 
enough, we desire to obtain from the 
country the authority to use arguments 
of another kind, to which we believe the 
countries with which we should have to 
deal will not be so ready to turn a deaf 
ear. When we reflect that this country 
takes from other countries imports valued 
at something over £400,000,000, we are 
led to the conclusion that we ought to be 
able to use arguments of the kind which I 
have indicated not without effect. Action 
of this kind has been characterised as 
“ bluff.” My Lords, I am under the im- 
pression that the word bluff is used with- 
out sufficient knowledge of its proper 
significance. That may perhaps be due to 
| our innocence and unfamiliarity with the 
| game from which I believe the ex- 
| pression originates, because I am assured 
| that the word “ bluff ” can only be applied 
‘correctly when you make believe to 
hold in your hand good cards which 
you have, in fact, not got in it. I main- 
|tain that a country which draws 
£400,000,000 of imports from other 
countries cannot be made subject to the 
accuSation that it is “ bluffing,” but that 
it has, on the contrary, a strong hand if 
it only knows how to play it. 


Policy. 





|{&@Then I am asked—and I have been 
severely catechised on this point—how 
we propose to apply our policy of negotia- 
tion and retaliation ; and constant efforts 
have been made by one speaker after 
another to lure us—I was almost going 
to say to goad us—into premature and 
indiscreet disclosures as to the manner in 
which such a policy may be applied. I 
think I am right in saying that my noble 
/and learned friend Lord James cited the 
case of boots, and said— 

“You will be asked when you go into your 
village, ‘What are you going to do about 
boots ?’” 

Seriously, does the noble and learned 
Lord believe that we were coming to this 
House to tell your Lordships how two or 
three years hence the Government of the 
day is going to deal with the question 
of boots, or with German toys, or 
any of the other commodities which have 
been mentioned by different speakers this 
evening ? I object to these revelations, not 
merely because of the tactical advantage 
which noble Lords opposite seek to derive 
from them, but because I venture to think 
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that on principle it would be absolutely 
wrong that any such announcement 
should be made. 


I am going to make a personal appeal. 
I imagine that the audience which I have 
the honour of addressing probably contains 
in it the noble Lord who, when you have 
driven us from power, will replace me in 
the office which I now have the honour of 
filling. I do not know in what part of 
the House to look for him. But I will 
appeal to him to join me in protest- 
ing against the attempt to force 
the Foreign Office into indiscreet and 
improper disclosures of action which is 
at present remote from us. There is, 
however, one point upon which I will 
attempt to shed a ray of light 
with reference to a remark made 
by Lord Tweedmouth. He suggested 
that we should obviously begin by 
taking in hand those Powers whose 
tarifis were highest, and then he pointed 
out that those particular Powers were 
precisely the Powers from which we took 
foodstuffs and raw materials : and. there- 
fore, the argument was, “ You will 
be obliged to tax foodstuffs and raw 
materials.” Now it does not in the 
least follow that because of two 
Powers one has a higher tariff than 
the other it is the higher tariff 
that is really most effectual for the 
purpose of excluding your commodities. 
Take two Powers, one with an ad 
valorem tariff of 100 per cent. and the 
other with an ad valorem tariff of 20 per 
cent. If the Power which has the higher 
tarifi does not produce the commodities 
which you desire to export to it, those 
commodities will find their way into that 
country in spite of its high tariff. If, 
on the other hand, the Power which im- 
poses the 20 per cent. duty does produce 
the commodities which you produce, and 
is therefore a competitor with you, the low 
rate of 20 per cent. will be effective for 
the purpose of keeping out your commodi- 
ties. Therefore we must not run away 
with the assumption which has been more 
than once made, that it is necessarily 
with the Powers whose tariffs are highest 
that we shall be primarily concerned. 


Then we have been asked what reason 
we have for believing that our policy will 
have the effects we desire from it. We 
were challenged last night to produce a 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 
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single case in which retaliation had been 
tried and found successful. We have just 
laid on the Table a Blue-book giving an 
account of certain tariff wars that have 
lately taken place, and I would call your 
Lordships’ attention to this extract from 
the report on the conflict between Ger- 
many and Russia— 

“* A review of the conditions under which the 
struggle was conducted . . . makes it appear 
doubtful whether ordinary negotiations without 
the sanction of force would ever have led to a 
satisfactory compromise, or whether the protec- 
tive policy of the two nations would ever have 
been modified except after the experience of the 
results of protection in its extremest form.” 

I do not, however, for a moment 
suggest that you should leave out of 
account the injurious results of those 
tariff wars and their disturbing effects 
on the trade of the world. All wars 
are at best but clumsy and cruel 
contrivances, and a tariff war does not 
differ from a war of another kind. No 
one in his senses would embark with a 
light heart on such a war ; nor do we de- 
sire for a moment to provoke hostilities 
of that kind all over the world. All that 
we contend is that unless we can contem- 
plate as a last resort the use of measures 
of this sort it will be impossible for us to 
hold our own in commercial negotiations 
with the foreign Powers whose attacks 
upon our commerce we have so much 
reason to apprehend. 


But there is another illustration of the 
success with which the policy of negotia- 
tion may be resorted to which is more 
conclusive and encouraging. I refer to 
the Cobden Treaty of 1860. When that 
treaty was negotiated we were able for 
very a very small sacrifice indeed to obtain 
considerable concessions from France. 
The result was that our exports to France 
rose from £32,000,000 in 1859 to 
£81,000,000 in 1874. But more than that, 
theexample of that treaty and of our treaty 
also with Austria which followed it soon 
after was contagious. Commercial treaties 
were entered into between other Powers, 
something like fifty or sixtyjsuch agree- 
ments being concluded, with the result 
that there was a general and, to us, most 
advantageous lowering of tariffs through- 
out Europe. The time came when we 
returned to a much stricter view of those 
matters and when thepolicy of commercial 
treaties fell into disfavour. From that 
time, although we repeatedly reduced our 
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taxation, we did so without inviting any 


more. When overtures were made to us 
we allowed them to pass by unheeded, 
with the result that not only our trade 
sustained serious detriment, but that we 
came to be regarded, and, indeed, have 
been regarded until last year, as a 
negligible quantity in all transactions 
with regard to commercial matters be- 
tween one Power and another. I say 
that, knowing what I am talking about, 
because in their candid moments the 
representatives of foreign commerce do 
not hesitate to tell us with the utmost 
frankness that in such matters as the 
conclusion of commercial treaties, or 
the classification of commodities, the 
opinion of this country has been regarded 
with complete indifference. 

Then we are asked,why it is that,we 
require a mandate in order that we may 
carry out our policy of negotiation and 
retaliation. We are told that there is 
nothing whatever to prevent us negotiat- 
ing, or for the matter of that, retaliating 
at the present moment. I daresay that is 
perfectly true, but I would remind noble 
Lords opposite of a very recent incident. 
We entered into a Sugar Convention; we 
did so, it is quite true, without a mandate ; 
but what was the result? We were 
hauled over the coals by the noble Earl 
and the noble Lord who sits by him and 
by the President of the Cobden Club, be- 
cause we were told that we were breaking 
all the rules of the game and taking upon 
ourselves to adopt a policy which was in 
direct opposition to the recognised policy 
and principles of this country. Well, we 
do not want to be exposed to those kind 
animadversions in the future; and, 
when the noble and learned Lord asks us 
what extra authority we want, I say we 
want the extra authority which will be 
derived from a clear and emphatic pro- 
nouncement of opinion by the constitu- 
encies of this country. But we have no 
intention—and I cannot conceive why 
noble Lords should be so uneasy upon that 
point—we have no intention whatever of 
endeavouring to withdraw these matters 
from the cognisance or control of Parlia- 
ment. We could not doso if we wished— 
and that is the best answer we can give. 


Noble Lords talk about our asking for a | 


blank cheque; I do not suppose for a 
moment that Parliament could give us a 
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_ blank cheque ; but, if it were to give us a 
corresponding concessions in return. Nay, | 


blank cheque, and we were to fill it up in 
an improper manner, do you imagine that 
Parliament would overlook it? We 
should have to answer to Parliament and 
submit to their authority. It is perfectly 
true that treaties are the prerogatives of 
the Crown, and that, strictly speaking, 
their confirmation by Parliament is not 
absolutely necessary ; but the treaty and 
the law of the land-must be in harmony, 
and if the law of the land does not har- 
monise with the treaty, then you must 
legislate, and you at once bring your- 
self under the control of Parliament, 
and that no doubt is why in allcommercial 
treaties the formula usually employed is 
that the Sovereign undertakes, not to 
make such and such an arrangement, 


_but to recommend the arrangement to 
| Parliament. 


I wish to say one word with regard to 
the statement that has been so often made 
—that our policy, which has beena good 
deal belittled by the critics, will inevitably 
lead us to the Birmingham policy. AndI 
wish to answer a challenge which I think 
was thrown down by the noble and learned 
Lord, who asked us whether we adhered 
to the statement which was made by the 
Home Secretary in the House of Commons. 
My Lords, we do adhere to it. The state- 
ment was this— 


“‘ The Government have no intention of taxing 
raw materials, and their policy does not include 
the taxation of food ; neither do the Government 
propose the imposition of any taxation for the 
purpose of fostering a home industry which is 
subjected only to natural and legitimate com- 
petition.” 


*Lorp ROBERTSON : Thatis not what 
I referred to. I referred to a categorical 
Question put by Sir J. Stirling-Maxwell 
on the eve of the division, and the cate- 
gorical answer was that the Government 
were opposed to any tax on food or raw 
materials. 


*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: I 
have not the slightest objection to accept 
that statement also. 


*Lorpv ROBERTSON : They slightly 
differ—I desire a direct affirmation from 
the noble Lord to that, my reason being 
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+he variance among Ministerialist state- 
ments during that debate. 


*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: I 
am afraid it would be absolutely impos- 
sible for me to say anything more distinct 
than that I accept Mr. Akers Douglas’s 
statement to which the noble and learned 
Lord drew my attention ; and I say cate- 
gorically, that we, as a Government, and we 
cannot speak except as a Government, 
are opposed to a duty on raw materials 
or foodstuffs. Why is it that we are told | 
that our policy leads inevitably down an 
inclined plane to the Birmingham abyss ? 
I say, on the contrary, our policy is a self- 
contained policy. It is quite within 


our power to stop short at it. It’ 


is a policy which is intelligible without 
the assumption that it involves anything 
that it does not already comprise. And 
I say more ; I say not only is it a self-con- 
tained policy, but I believe that instead of 
leading to Birmingham it leads if anything 
in the opposite direction. I was rather 
interested by an argument used by Lord 
Crewe on the first night, when he set him- 
self to work to demolish another argument 
which had been used by the noble Duke 
below the gangway in regard to that 
point. The noble Earl was at pains to 
show that it would be possible to 
graft the Government policy on to the 
Birmingham policy. I think the noble 
Duke was perfectly right. As far as it goes 
our policy is inconsistent with the policy 
of colonial preference, and for this reason: 
If your policy of retaliation and negotia- 
tion succeeds, it means that you will have 
entered into agreements with foreign 
powers by which, in return for the 
facilities which you give to their 
trade, they will give you facilities 
for yours; and surely it is not un- 
reasonable to argue that the more the 
ground is covered with treaties between 
this country and foreign Powers, treaties 
maintaining a permanent open door for 
our products in foreign countries, the less, 
and not the more, easy will it be to 
make preferential arrangements with the 
Colonies. 

What I have to say with regard to this 
question of colonial preference—it ‘is not 
before the House, and I shall not examine 
it at length—is that, although it forms 
no part of our policy, and if you were to 
propose it to us now, we should certainly 


Lord Robertson. 


{LORDS} 
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oppose it, we do not desire to be held 
bound that at no future time and under 
no circumstances will we any of us have 
anything to do with commercial arrange- 
ments between the mother country and 
the Colonies. We are not prepared 
to say that we are going, as soon as we are 
permitted to do so, to enter into mutually 
advantageous arrangements with foreign 
countries—but that, in no circumstances, 
and at no time, can we contemplate the 
possibility of such mutually advantageous 
arrangements being made between. this 
country and the Colonies to which we 
owe so much. I therefore rejoice that this 
question, although it forms no part of our 
programme to-day, should be undergoing 
the greatest amount of free examination 
and discussion. If that discussion should 
bring to light hereafter the possibility of 
doing something which will draw the 
Colonies more closely towards us, I shall 
be the first to rejoice. If, on the 
other hand, the result is to show 
that nothing can be done, then I 
hope the attempt will be abandoned 
with the goodwill and concurrence of both 
sides. If this were to happen the project 
would at all events be decently and 
respectfully laid aside. But that is 
a widely different thing from throwing it 
still-born upon the dust-heap, which 
is the“policy which noble Lords opposite 
recommend. 

Having those feelings, I object alto- 
gether to the proposal of Lord Robertson 
that we should endeavour to impose upon 
our supporters what he called a superior 
limit in regard to this question. Let me 
state in half-a-dozen simple words how 
I understand that superior limit would 
work if we were to apply it. It would 
mean this, that we should prefer a candi- 
date who differed from us upon nine 
points out of ten, and who, upon this fiscal 
question, agreed with us partially and re- 
luctantly, to another candidate who agreed 
with us on nine points out of ten and who 
differed from us in regard to fiscal policy 
only because he wished to travel rather 
faster and rather further than we did. 
Holding those views, we shall not support 
the Motion of the noble Lord opposite. 
We may be wrong, but we regard its 
language as ambiguous and disengenuous. 
We prefer our own formula, in which we 
have put on record, in the most unequivo- 
cal terms, our desire that this question 
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tro] of Parliament and in which, because | 
we respect the authority of Parliament, | 
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should not be withdrawn from the con- 


we refuse to be parties to an attempt to 
bind the discretion of a Parliament which 
is not yet in existence and of a Govern- 


Devonshire, D. 


Northampton, M. 
Ripon, M. 


Beauchamp, E. 
Carrington, E. 
Chesterfield, E. 
Crewe, E. 
Kimberley, E 
Lichfield, E. 
Lytton, E. 
Portsmouth, E. 
Russell, E. 
Spencer, E. 
Stamford, E. 
Temple, E. 


[ Teller. } 


Halsbury, E. 

Vane, E. (M. Londonderry.) 
(Lord President.) 

Salisbury, M. (L. Privy Seal.) 


Argyll, D. 
Beaufort, D. 
Grafton, D. 
Marlborough, D. 
Sutherland, D. 


Abercorn, M. (D. Abercorn.) 
Abergavenny, M. 

Bath, M. 

Camden, M. 

Cholmondeley, M. 
Lansdowne, M. 

Winchester, M. 


Pembroke and Montgomery, E. 
(L. Steward.) 
Clarendon, E. 
lain.) 
Brownlow, E. 
Cadogan, E. 
Camperdown, E 
Carnwath, E. 
Cawdor, E 
Coventry, E. 
Cowley, E. 
Dartrey, E. 
Denbigh, E. 
Derby, E. 
Doncaster, E. (D. Buccleuch 
and Queensberry.) 
Eldon, E. 
Feversham, E. 


(ZL. Chamber- 
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ment which, for all we know, may never 


have a being. 


On Question, whether the words pro- 
posed to be le‘t out stand part of the 
Motion, their Lordships divided. 


Contents, 47 ; 


CONTENTS. 


Gordon, V. 
Hampden, V. 


Aberdare, L. 
Balfour, L. 
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Aberdeen.) 


h, L 
ae (B. Cork and Orrery.) 


Brassey, L. 
Burghclere, L 
Coleridge, L. 
Denman, L 
Elgin, L. 
cardine.) 
Farrer, L. 


(B. Elgin and Kin- 


Hamilton of Dalzell, L. 


James, L. 
Kinnaird, L. 
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Grey, E. 
Hardwicke, E. 
Harrowby, E. 
Jersey, E. 
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Leven and Melville, E. 
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Onslow, E. 
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Stradbroke, E. 
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Wharncliffe, E. 

Bangor, V. 

Charchill, V. [Teller.] 


Colville of Culross, V. 


Hutchinson, V. 
more.) 

Knutsford, V. 

Llandaff, V. 


Addington, L. 
Allerton, L. 

Ashbourne, L. 
Ashcombe, L. 


Belhaven and Stenton, L. 


Belper, - 
Calthor 
Chelms oy L. 


Cheylesmore, L. 


Cloncurry, L. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


VOL. CXXX. 
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Lyvedon, L. 
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Monteagle of Brandon, L. 
Northbourne, L. 

Reay, L. 
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Rosebery, L. ( 
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Stanmore, L. 

Sudley, L. (#. Arran.) 
Tweedmouth, L. 
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Colchester, L. 
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de Ros, L. 
Douglas, L. 
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Estcourt, L. 
Hampton, L. 
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Lawrence, L. 

Ludlow, L. 

Macnaghten, L. 

Meldrum, L. (M. Huntly.) 
Monckton, L. (V. Galway.) 
Muncaster, L. 

North, L. 

Oranmore and Browne, L. 


(V. Downe.) 
(BE. Home.) 


Dunmore.) 


' Ormathwaite, L. 


Rayleigh, L. 

Romilly, L 

Rothschild, L. 

Shute, L. (V. 

Sinclair, L. 

Somerton, L. (2. Banger) 

Stewart of Garlies, L. (Z£ 
Galloway.) 

Trevor, L. 

Windsor, L. 

Wolverton, L. 


Barrington.) 
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House Adjourned at Twelve 
o'clock, 10 Monday next, a 
quarter before Eleveno’ clock. 
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| Melbourne; and New Barnet; to lie upon 
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| the Table. 


Friday, 19th February, 1904. 





The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 
Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway Bill; Great Northern and City 
Railway (Extension of Time) Bill; 
Humber Commercial Railway and Dock 
Bill; North Staffordshire Railway Bill; 
Surrey Commercial Dock Bill. Ordered, 
That the Bills be read a second time. 


Kilmarnock Corporation Order Con- 
firmation Bill. Considered; to be read 
the third time upon Monday next. 


PETITIONS. 


LICENCES (RENEWAL). 

Petitions against alteration of Law: 
from Onslow Square; Moss Side; 
Rivington; Wallsend; Saffron Walden; 
Parton; Hatch Beauchamp; Heart 
Brook; Wolverhampton ; Gosport ; 
Havant; Newburn; West Cramlington; 
Preston (two); Winchmore Hill; Cartmel; 
Dewsbury; West Allotment; Deptford; 
Alexander M‘Nabb and others; North 
Walbottle; Mostyn; Port Talbot; Plas- 
more; Eastbourne; Clayton le Moors; 
Mossy Lea; Greenock; Noel Park; 
Belmont ; Llangranog; Hermon; Bedford; 
Tynant; Women’s Christian Temperance | 
Association; Manchester; Anfield; Capel 


Drindod; Five Oak Green; South | 
Ockenden; Dolton; Liandilo; Llan- | 
wehllyn ; Liverpool; Carmarthen; | 


Falmouth; Measham; East Somerset ; 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petition from Washford, against; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA (CHINESE LABOUR). 


Petition from Guildford, against 
establishment; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NAVY (NEW SCHEME OF TRAINING). 
Copy presented, of Reports of Members 
of the Interview Committee on the selec- 
tion of Candidates for nominations as 
Naval Cadets [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Loan Societies.—Abstract of Accounts 
of Loan Societies in England and Wales to 
3lst December, 1902, furnished to the 
Central Office for the Registry of Friendly 
Societies [by Act]. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Resolved, That this House, at the 
rising of the House this day, do adjourn 


till Monday next.—(Sir 4. Acland-Hood.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Tanat Valley Railway—Increased 
Government Grant. 

Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY-GORE 
(Lincolnshire, Gainsborough): To ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if, in 
view of the increased cost of the Tanat 
Valley Railway in excess of the original 
estimate, he will recommend an increased 
Government grant towards the alleviation 
of the extra local taxation incurred by 
the local authority. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) This 
matter is one for the Treasury. If 
application is made to that Department, 
and the Board of Trade should be con- 
sulted thereon, I will give full considera- 
tion to all the circumstances of the case. 
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Increased Harbour Accommodation at 
ther, Fife 


CartaInELLICE (St. Andrews Burghs): Mansfield): To ask the Secretary of State 


To ask the President of the Board of | 
Trade whether ‘his attention has been 
called to the amount of harbour accom- | 
modation at Anstruther, Fife, for meeting | 
the present requirements, and to the fact | 
that fishing boats from all parts of Scot- | 
land are hampered in their operations, | 
and frequently suffer damage, owing to | 
the congested state of that harbour; and | 
whether he will instruct the Board of | 
Trade Harbour Department to send an 


engineer to Anstruther, Fife, to examine | 


and report as to the best means of pro- 
viding increased harbour accommodation 
there. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) My 
attention has not been called to the in- 
sufficiency of the harbour accommodation 
to meet present requirements, and the 
Board of Trade are not in a position to 
appoint an engineer to advise upon an in- 
crease of accommodation; that is a matter 
which should be undertaken by those who 


are interested locally, but if a scheme is pre- 
pared which requires legislative or other 


sanction, the Department will be glad to 
give it full consideration. 


Constitution of Consular Service. 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
To ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he can say what pro- 


gress has been made by the Committee 
appointed to inquire whether reforms | 
could be made in the manner of appoint- | 


ing Consuls, with a view to obtaining the 
services of men more familiar with com- 


mercial matters than many of our present | 


Consuls are; and, 
reported, can he state the tenour of their 
Report ; and whether any steps have | 
been taken to give effect to their recom- 
mendations. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) The Report 
of the Committee recently appointed to 
inquire into the Constitution of the 
Consular Service has been laid before 
Parliament. The recommendations 
therein contained have been approved by 
the Secretary of State subject to slight 
modifications, and he isin communication 
with the Lords Commissioners of the 
Treasury with a view to giving effect to 
ithem as soon as possible. 
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ae Working in British Coal Mines. 
Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 


for the Home Department whether, in 
view of the fact that 4,000 Polish Jews 
are working in the coal mines of Great 
Britain, most of whom cannot speak 
English, and of the danger involved 
thereby to the safety of the lives of 
| British miners, he proposes to take any 
| steps to prevent these aliens working in 
| British coal mines. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) My information differs some- 
| what from that of the hon. Member. 
This matter has engaged the attention of 
the Home Office for some years. Careful 
inquiry has been made from time to time 
by the Mines Inspectors for Scotland, 
where the bulk of the foreigners are 
_employed—some 1,200 out of a total for 
the whole country of less than 2,000—and 
there is no evidence before me to show 
that these men are a cause of danger to 
the other miners employed in the same 
mines. I have satisfied myself that 
adequate steps are taken at the mines 
where they are employed, to instruct them 
in their duties. The matter will continue 
_ to be watched by the inspectors; but on 
the information before me I am not pre- 
pared to take the steps suggested by the 
hon. Member. 


Mr. MARKHAM: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
|whether he will grant the Return rela- 
tive to Underground Mines (Great 
| Britain) (Foreigners Employed), standing 
| on to-day’s Paper.t 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
| Douglas.) According to the information 
| supplied to me by the inspectors of mines, 
the employment of foreigners is confined 
to a few of the inspection districts, and 
the numbers employed are approximately 
as follows: in the two Scottish districts 
1,600 Poles and a few Germans; in 
English districts, some ninety Italians and 
seventy Poles, Germans, and men of other 
nationalities. A special Return, the 


+Underground Mines (Great Britain) 
(Foreigners Employed)—Address for Return 
Stating the number of Foreigners and their 
nationality working in the Underground Mines 
in Great Britain. 
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collection of which would involve a con- | 


siderable amount of work, and which 
could not be relied on for complete 
accuracy, as there is no obligation to keep 
records on this point, appears in the 
circumstances to be unnecessary. 


Electricity in Mines—Report of 
Committee. 


Mr. MARKHAM: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether any opportunity will be given to 
the House to discuss the departmental 
recommendations of tke Electricity in 
Mines Committee Report,presented to this 
House on 28th January ; and will he say 
when the minutes of evidence will be 
available for the use of Members. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Dougias.) Iam not aware of any reason 
for departing from ordinary Parliamen- 
tary procedure in this matter. I appointed 
the Committee to advise me on the subject 
of the use of electricity in mines for the 

s of my duties under the Mines 
Regulation Acts, and it will be open to 
any hon. Member to discuss, on the 
Home Office Vote, the action which I take 
on the recommendations made by the 
Committee. 


Irish Valuation Committee. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To ask Mr. 
Attorney-General for Ireland if he can 
state when the Select Committee on Irish 
Valuation Acts, as recommended by the 
Select Committee of last session, will be 


reappointed. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) I should 
hope next week. 


Increase of Pay to Joiners in Naval 
Ordnance Departments. 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth): To ask the Civil Lord of the 
Admiralty whether he can state why the 
increase of pay conceded to the joiners in 
His Majesty’s Dockyards has not been 
extended to the joiners in the Naval 
Ordnance Departments as on previous 
occasions. 


(Answered; by Mr. Arthur Lee.) The | 


Admiralty have recently decided that 
this increase of pay is to be extended to 
the joiners in the Naval Ordnance De- 
partments, and the necessary instructions 
will shortly be issued. 
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Indian Native States administered by 
Political Agents. 


Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAGGREE 
(Bethnal Green, N.E.): To ask the 
Secretary of State for India if he has 
received from the Government of India 
information as promised by the then 
Secretary of State on the 25th June f last, 
in answer to a Question as to how many 
of the native States of India, the territory 
of which exceeds 100 square miles, are, 
or up to the end of last year were, under 
the administrative control of political 
agents on account of the infancy or in- 
capacity of the chiefs of such states; and 
what has been the increase in their 
number during the last five years. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick. 
I have been informed by the Government 
of India that the local governments and 
administrations have been instructed to 
furnish the information. 1 am asking 
that the matter may be expedited. 


Construction of Pier at Buncrana. 
Mr. O’DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the ques- 
tion of the construction of a pier at 


- Buncrana, county Donegal, is still en- 


gaging the attention of the Irish Govern- 
ment, as stated by him on the I4th 
Augustflast; and, if so, has any progress 
been made since then. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Yes, Sir; 
| the question is still under consideration. 


Irish Ancient Monuments, Greenan Hill, 
Mr. O’DOHERTY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
,land what has been the result of the 
negotiations between the Commissioners 
of Public Works in Ireland and the pro- 
| prietor of Greenan Hill with reference to 
the vesting of this ancient monument in 
the Commissioners. 

(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) - The 
owner of this monument has not yet 
‘intimated his willingness to vest the 
| guardianship in the Commissioners. 





+ See (4) Debates, cxxiv., 542,. 
t See (4) Debates, exxvii.,. 1296, 
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Gun Licences in Ireland—Case of Mr. 

ames Flynn. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’sCounty,Ossory): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the fact that a memorial has been 
presented to His Excellency signed by 
magistrates, Roman Catholic priests, Pro- 
testant clergymen, and other local resi- 
dents in Queen’s county to the number 
of sixty-four, recommending Mr. James 
Flynn, Gosbrook, Mountrath, for a gun 
licence, he will state upon what grounds 
Mr. Flynn has been refused a licence; and 
if he will request the resident magistrate 
to reconsider this application. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Mr. Flynn 
was informed by letter, dated the 8th 
instant, that the Lord-Lieutenant saw no 
sufficient reason for interfering with the 
discretion vested by law in the resident 
magistrate, who felt himself unable to 
issue a licence to the applicant. 


Promotion of Police at Belfast. 

Mr. SLOAN : To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he can state the number of 
police promoted, and to what rank, since 
the present Commissioner of Police in 
Belfast took charge; and how many were 
Roman Catholic and Protestant. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
following promotions to the ranks men- 
tioned have been made since Ist Decem- 
ber, 1901 :— 














rs ceamen | Protestant. 
Distriet Inspector -- l 
HeadConstable . 4 2 
Sergeant ... 9 9 
Acting Sergeant . 22 {17 
Total . 35 29 











3rd. Battalion King’s Royal Rifles. 

Caprain"ELLICE: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he will 
explain why only twenty of the married 
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men of the 3rd Battalion King’s Royal 
Rifles, who are now under orders to pro- 
ceed to Bermuda, are to be allowed to take 
their wives and families there; and 
whether he is aware that these men have 
been home from South Africa less than a 
year, having been separated from their 
families for three and a-half years. 


(Answered by Mr Secretary Arnold-Forster.) 
Accommodation for twenty families 
only can te found in the fortress of Ber- 
muda for this battalion. Additional 
married quarters, however, are being pro- 
vided in Bermuda under the Military 
Works Loan. 


Sale of Surplus War Stores — Actual 
Receipts. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will state how much of the 
£3,000,000 appropriations in aid from the 
sale of surplus animals, supplies, and 
stores is realised receipts from actual sale 
and how much is estimated, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The reply is that practically 
the whole of this amount has been 
actually realised and brought to credit. 


Indian and Colonial Contributions to the 
Army. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he wi!l 
state how much of the £200,000 in- 
creased Colonial and Indian contributions 
in the Army Supplementary Estimate 
comes from India and under what charge, 
and from which of the Colonies does 
the remainder come. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The amount is made up as 
follows:—Balance due from India on 
contribution for effective Home charges 
for 1902-3 (only three of the four 
quarterly payments have been brought 
to account in that year), £65,000. In- 
crease in military contributions from 
Hong-Kong £11,000, and Straits Settle- 
ments £24,000 (owing to rise in dollar 
and growth of revenues), £35,000. Mis- 
cellaneous credits arising on the adjust- 
ment of the South African War Accounts, 
£100,000. 
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Erection of Barracks at Dingwall. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War whether 
he is aware that although the depdt of 
the 3rd Battalion Seaforth Highlanders 
(Ross-shire Militia) is nominally at Ding- 
wall, part of the staff only is stationed in 
that town, the arms and clothing of the 
battalion being kept at Fort George, 
where the battalion is trained; and will 
he consider the expediency of arranging 
for the erection of barracks in the vicinity 
of Dingwall so that the whole of the 
battalion may be accommodated near the 
county town. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) There is no present intention 
of building barracks at Dingwall. 





KING’S SPEECH (MOTION FOR AN 
ADDRESS). 


([FourTEENTH Day.] 

Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Main Question [2nd February], 
“That an humble Address be presented 
to His Majesty, as followeth :-— 


_ “ Most Gracious Sovereign,— 


“We, your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
in Parliament assembled, beg leave to 
offer our humble thanks to Your Majesty 
for the Gracious Speech which Your 
Majesty has addressed to both Houses of 
Parliament.”—( Mr. Hardy.) 


Main Question again proposed. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil), 
in moving an Amendment expressing 
regret that His Majesty’s advisers had 
not seen fit to recommend the creation of 
a Department and Minister of Labour, 
said there was always a difficulty in con- 
vincing a large and influential class section 
of the community that there was such a 
thing as the unemployed trouble. The 
assumption was that men who were able 
and willing to work could always get 
work. If that were the case there would 
be no reason whatever for troubling the 
House of Commons with the question, 
but unfortunately the assumption was not 
correct. Further, the theory was some- 
times propounded that the unemployed 
were in the main confined to great centres 
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of unskilled and sweated labour like the 
East End of London. That also was 
incorrect. The figures of the Labour 
Department of the Board of Trade showed 
that in 1903 the percentageof unemployed 
of all trades making a return was 5°1. In 
the building trades (in 1902)it was 4°2, in 
the shipbuilding trade 5°5, and in the 
printing and bookbinding trades 4°6. In 
1899 the corresponding figures were for al} 
trades 2°4 per cent., for the building trades 
1°3, for the shipbuilding trade 2°4, and for 
the printing and bookbinding trades 3°9. 
The object of quoting those figures was 
to show the fluctuation which took place 
in our staple industries. In Lancashire 
the case was exceptional. The distress 
in the cotten trade due to shortage of 
employment was due to circumstances 
over which unfortunately the House had 
no control, but he hoped that before long 
there would be some means of stopping 
the gambling in cotton options. It was 
a scandal that speculators should be able 
to gamble on the Stock Exchange not 
only in scrip, stock, and shares, but also 
in the lives and comfort of thousands of 
their fellow subjects. With regard 
to particular districts, the condi- 
tion of the shipbuilding trade was a 
fair index of the condition of many 
others—for if the shipbuilding yards 
were full, the iron, engineering, coal, 
and various other trades were all bene- 
fited—and in that trade, in the districts 
of the Clyde, Tyne, and Wear, the 
tonnage under construction showed a 
decrease of 36 per cent. last year as 
compared with 1899, and that, of course, 
meant a considerable reduction in the 
number of men employed. According 
to the figures supplied by the principal 
trades unions, the number of engineers 
employed in the districts concerned 
decreased from 19,782 in 1899 to 18,966 
at the end of last year, boilermakers 
showed a decrease of 5,000 in 1903 as 
compared with 1901, while the ship- 
wrights reported a decrease of 1,520 in 
the same period. These figures showed 
that the lack of employment was not 
confined to the East End of London, but 
was general throughout the country. 
Nor Was the problem of the unemployed 
a British question only; it was world- 
wide in its extent. In America, on the 
Continent of Europe, and in the Colonies, 
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the same problem faced social reformers 
and statesmen, and cried aloud for solu- 
tion. 


It would probably be said that 
alien immigration was largely responsible 
for the present condition of affairs. It 
wight be that in one or two specific and 
local cases, such as in the East End of 
London and in certain parts of Leeds, 
the foreigner did compete successfully 
with the Britich working men, and that 
in those cases employment for the 
Britisher might be more plentiful if aliens 
were scarcer, but that had no bearing 
whatever on the question he was 
endeavouring to put before the House. 
It was not alien competition, but short- 
age of trade, that caused lack of employ- 
ment in the shipbuilding, engineering, 
and iron works, and the stopping of the 
incoming of aliens was not likely appreci- 
ably to affect the gravity of the un- 
employed trouble. In view of recent 
discussions, it would probably be said 
that free imports were responsible for 
the depression in trade. That was a 
stronger case. He regarded with con- 
siderable appreciation the fact that 
the ex-Colonial Secretary should have 
raised this question in the prominent 
way in which it had been raised of 
late, as it had directed attention to 
social and industrial problems which 
must be faced if our national exist- 
ence was to be maintained. But the 
remedy propounded would but increase 
the trouble of which they complained. 
In Germany, as against our 44 per cent., 
the number out of work was 11 per 
cent., and in parts of America, such 
as the State of New York, the number 
for certain trades was as high as 17 
per cent. The condition of the worker 
in those protected countries was as the 
position of the worker here: he got as 
much for his labour as his trade union 
and the state of the market could extort 
or obtain, and nothing beyond. The 
condition of the German worker had 
considerably improved within the last ten 
or twelve years, but the improvement was 
due almost entirely to the better trades 
union organisation of the workers, and 
not to the fiscal policy of the country. 
Protection, so far from increasing, would | 
materially diminish the amount of em- | 
ployment in the country, and would make 
life harder for the toilers of the land. 
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Whilst saying that, he must not be taken 
as accepting the point of view of those 
who held that free trade had solved our 
social problem. It had not. Much 
remained to be done—much that would 
be in direct conflict with the theories 
underlying the free-trade agitation. So 
long as nearly one-third of our population 
were living either in poverty or on the 
edge of poverty, the condition of the 
working classes could not be regarded as 
satisfactory. Free trade offered no 
remedy for that state of affairs: it main- 
tained the status quo, but he preferred 
the status quo, bad as it was, to the horrors 
which obtained under protection early in 
the last century. 


What were the powers possessed 
by various authorities for dealing 
with this question? Local author- 
ities were straining their resources to 
the uttermost in the endeavour to find 
work for their people. But that was 
really no part of the duty of a local 
authority. Necessary works might be 
put in hand during periods of depression, 
but it was usually a costly method of 
carrying out local improvements. Muni- 
cipal authorities should be free to carry 
out their improvements at times most 
suitable and under the best conditions, 
and not be more or less compelled to 
carry out such works during periods of 
trade depression, in order to tide over 
the workers who were otherwise unable 
to find employment. Boards of guardians 
were the only authorities at present 
empowered to deal with the question. 
The foundation of the Poor Law in 
England was to provide work for the 
able-bodied unemployed and __ relief 
for the incapable and sick. It was no 
part of the theory of the English Poor 
Law that relief should be given to the 
able-bodied. Boards of guardians had 
the powers originally conferred on the 
vestries, to the extent that each board 
might acquire 50 acres of land, establish 
workshops, equip those workshops with 
machinery,employ men at wages to carry 
on manufactures, and sell the produce 
He submitted that they could do that 
without any taint of Poor Law attaching 
to it; that was to say, no disfranchisement 
would follow. As showing how much 
England had departed from its ideal in 
this matter, he might quote an interesting 
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document issued by the Secretary of 
State as far back as 1694— 


“‘Mandate issued in 1694 addressed to the 
Overseers of the Poor and to the Churchwardens 
for the setting to work of al! the poor within 
your parishes. By virtue of this statute made 
in the three and fortieth year of the Reign of 
our late Sovereign Lady Queen Elizabeth for 
the relief of the Poor: These are to will and 
require you, whose names are here underwritten, 
that you, together with the Churchwardens of 
your Parish for the time being, do according to 
the same statute, take order from time to time, 
(for this year to come) for the setting to work 
all the Poor within your parish (as well married 
as unmarried) that are able to work, and have 
no means to maintain themselves, nor use no 
ordinary and daily Trade of Life to get their 
living by. And also for the placing out as Ap- 
prentices all such children within your said 
Parish as are fit to be put forth, whose parents 
are not able to keep and maintain them. And 
also for the raising of a convenient stock of Flax, 
Hemp, Wool, Thread, Iron and other necessary 
Ware and Stuff in your said Parish for that 
purpose ; and also for the providing of necessary 
relief for all such Poor within your said Parish, 
as are Lame, Old, Blind, Impotent, and unable 
to work, wherein if you be found negligent, or 
shall fail to meet once a Month to confer to- 
gether for the purpose aforesaid, then you are 
to forfeit 20s. apiece for every Month that you 
shall be found remiss or careless therein. And 
therefore see that you fail not in these Premises 
at your peril.” 


That was a State document issued about 
1694. He hoped the day was not far 
distant when a similar document would 
be issued to local authorities carrying 
due punishment for remissness of duty. 


What were the trades unions doing to 
meet this? He had quoted figures show- 
ing the number of unemployed among 
shipwrights, boiler-makers, and engineers, 
He would now quote the amount paid by 
them last year, not for strike pay, or super- 
annuation, or sick benefit, but exclusively 
to those unable to get employment. The 
shipwrights paid £6,000, the boilermakers 
£90,000, and the Amalgamated Society 
of Engineers £22,000. If they turned 
to the Board of Trade figures for all 
trades unions in the ten years ending 
1901 it would be found that 100 trades 
unions paid out-of-work benefit to the 
extent of £3,280,755. Out of their own 
pockets the trades unions helped their 
unfortunate fellows to the extent of 
nearly £3,500,000 in ten years. Surely 
then the State should have no hesitation 
in attempting to do its duty when the 
private individual was endeavouring to 
do so much. To show the gravity of this 


Mr. Keir Hardie. 
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question and the importance attached to 
it by local authorities he wished to refer 
to a conference held in February last 
in the Guildhall. At one of its sittings it 
was presided over by the hon. Member 
for South Islington, the Member for 
Cambridge University being also present, 
as well as a good many dignitaries 
of the Church and gentlemen promi- 
nent in connection with local 
government. At that Conference there 
were present 587 delegates, of whom 123 
were councillors sent by the various 
councils, The Corporation of the City of 
London, the London County Council, and 
the City and Borough Councils of such 
important centres as Liverpool, Man- 
chester, Sheffield, Bradford, Newcastle- 
on-Tyne and Wolverhampton were all 
represented. That gathering sat for two 
days and certain resolutions were carried. 
The main resolution was to the following 
effect— 

“That this Conference (a) realising that 
the interests of industry are the paramount 
interests of the community, and that the 
problem of the unemployed should be dealt 
with in a sympathetic as well as in a practical 
manner, urges upon the Government (b) the 
necessity of appointing a Minister of Labour 
with a seat in the Cabinet, one of whose 
duties it shall be to organise a special depart- 
ment of his office to deal with recurring 
periods of depression and distress, to watch 
for and to notify indications of approaching 
lack of employment, to supplement the Board 
of Trade statistics, to obtain and to dis. 
seminate information as to places where work 
can be had, to help in distributing labour 
where it is most needed, and, above all, to 
devise and promote measures for the temporary 
and permanent utilisation of the unemployed 
labour of the nation.” 


Then it goes on with recommendations 
which he would deal with later on. This 
Conference, representing the boards of 
guardians and the great city councils 
of large centres of population, passed 
this resolution with absolute unanimity, 
and as their spokesman he suggested the 
creation of a Labour Department. They 
passed one other resolution. It was 
somewhat lengthy, but in view of the 
importance of it the House would perhaps 
pardon him readingit. It was as follows— 

“That seeing the President of the Local 
Governme.t Board has power under existing 
laws to group parishes and unions to carry out 
such work as they individually are able to do 
under the powers conferred on them by 


Parliament, and as such power is frequently 
used by the Local Government Board to form 
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districts for dealing with the sick and children, | 
this Conference is strongly of opinion that the | 
Metropolitan area should be formed into one | 
district to be called the Metropolitan District | 
for dealing with able-bodied destitution, and 
that to this body all the able-bodied applicants | 
for relief should be sent, whether such applicants 
are Vagratits or residents of their respective 
parishes. This Conference further points out 
that as each parish has power under the Act 
of William Iv. N2 Chap. 42 to buy 50 
acres of land it would be therefore for such a 
body representing all London and vested with 
all its powers to buy a considerable quantity 
of land north, south, east, and west on which 
to put the able-bodied to work intead of as 
now to stone-breaking, oakum-pic and 
the like useless tasks. It is therefore resolved 
that the Right Hon. Walter Long be asked 
to at,once issue the necessary Order to give 
effect to these proposals.” 


That was the resolution, and he hoped 
the President, seeing that this was 
purely a question of administration, and 
called for no legislation, would be able 
without delay to give effect to this 
scheme. If the various parishes through- 
out the country were empowered to group 
themselves together for dealing with this 
question their combined power would be | 
very much greater than when separately 
applied. 


He now came to the _ practical 
remedies. He was afraid that many of 
those whose sympathies would induce 
them to deal with this question, were held 
back by the fact that they believed that 
there must necessarily be a large and 
permanent unemployed element as an 
indispensable adjunct to the present’ 
methods of production. The larger the 
number of men out of work the more 
easily could wages be reduced, and if the 
time should come when every man willing 
to work should have within his reach the 
opportunity, the effective power of the 
worker to improve his condition would 
become very great indeed. Mere tem- 
porary dealing with this question was no 
solution for it, the amount of work to be 
performed must be permanently and con- 
siderably enlarged, and with all due 
respect to what might be the opinions of | 
others he submitted that it could only be | 
done by turning on to the land of Eng- 
land a very much larger portion of the | 
population than now found employment | 
thereon. The proper cultivation of the | 
soil of Great Britain would to a very large | 
extent solve the unemployed question. 
So long as trade and agriculture were | 
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allowed to flounder along without regard 


|to the national wellbeing then he felt 


there could be no remedy for the 
state of affairs which they were now 
discussing. Every other country in 
Europe and America was devoting 
increasing attention and expenditure to 
the proper teaching and training of those 
who had to cultivate the soil, and here; 
whilst they were spending unlimited 
money in connection with military affairs, 
they were starving industry and standing 
idly by while agriculture was going to 
ruin. That state of affairs should not be 
allowed to continue. 4s he had indicated 
last year very considerable additional 
powers would be required by local authori- 
ties for the acquisition of land, for 
organising and training labour upon the 
land, and for making the life of the 
labourer more agreeable, as it could be 
made, and thereby doing what had been 
done in Denmark by this means. There, 
by this means, not only had the influx of 
population from the country to towns 
been stopped, but the flow of population 
had been actually reversed back again to 
the country. If that could be done in 
Denmark with such excellent effect that 
it improved the condition of the people 
and brought happiness and wealth to 
that nation, surely it could be done in 
this country. He would nct dwell upon 
this aspect of the land question because 
the facts in regard to it were pretty well 
known. 


He would seek to concentrate atten- 


_tion on a matter that more immediately 


concerned the Government, and which 
could be undertaken without loss of time. 
He referred to the question of affores- 
tation. The total import of wood in all 
its various forms was something just 
under £20,000,000 a year. That was a 
serious matter. He was to this extent 
in the fullest sympathy with those who 
advocated fiscal changes, that wherever 
an article could be produced within our 
own shores it should be so produced. We 
should not be dependent upon outside 
agencies for that which could be produced 
with profit and advantage at home. The 
question of timber came well within that 
category. He would tell the House what 
was being done in Germany. He found 
from a report by the British Consul at 
Stuttgart that out of a total acreage of 
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135,000,000 no fewer than 35,000,000 
acres were planted with woods and forests. 
Two-thirds of that area were owned by 


the State, and the planting was done by 
the State direct. It might be alleged 


that this would involve an expenditure of | 


money. He would come to that in a 
moment. He wished to point out that 
in Germany the profits each year from 
these forests ranged from £15,000,000 to 
£18,000,000. Surely, if we could, by a 
judicious expenditure of capital secure 
a return to the State of £10,000,000, 
£12,000,000, or £15,000,000 a year in addi- 
tion to finding our own wood and employ- 
ing our own labour, that was worth making 
an effort to-carry through. Germany 
was not the only country that had set an 
example of this kind. India was also in 
a like case, and the profits there from the 
growing of wood were from £5,000,000 to 
£6,000,000 a year. That had been accom- 
plished since 1863, when systematic plant- 
ing in India was first undertaken. In 
Saxony the net profits from what was said 
to be not very advantageous land for the 
purpose, after paying the cost of labour 
and interest on capital, was 38s. per acre. 
The value of that land for agricultural 
purposes was only 4s. per acre. The 
same kind of thing was being done all 
over European countries, our own colonies 
and many of the States of America were 
seriously considering the question, because 
there was a danger that the wood supply 
of the world would shortly show a 
shortage as against the demand. The 
price was bound to increase unless 
steps were taken to meet the demand. 
On 17th January last year The Times 
said— 

“In India the earlier phases of British rule 
were aS unmindful of scientific forestry as we 
always have been, and still are in this country. 
The results were so disastrous and so menacing 
that in 1864 the Forest Department was 
established. Dr. Schlich, the Professor of 
Forestry at Coopers Hill and a member of the 
Committee whose Report we are considering, 
gives in the supplement to the Encyclopadia 
Britannica a brief account of the labours of 
this department. ‘The progress made since 
1864 is,’ he says, ‘really astonishing.’ 
Thousands of square miles of Indian forests 
are now under its control and have been 
preserved and managed to the great advantage 
of the climate, agricultural and general rural 
economy of India. It has been a revenue 
earning institution from the outset. In the first 
five years of its existence, from 1865 to 1870, 
its mean annual nett revenue was 1,372,733 
rupees. In¥f[the last five years for which 


Mr. Keir Hardie. 
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returns are given by Dr. Schlich, 1890 to 1895» 
The percentage of 
increase during each quinquennial period from 
1870 to 1895 has been 30 per cent., 25 per 
cent., 52 per cent., 50 per cent., and 45 per 
cent., respectively.” = - 

That had been done, by the application 
of scientific methods under State author- 
ity, with the forests of India. Surely the 
Government under whose auspices this was 
being done in India might well seriously 
consider whether something similar should 
not be done at home. He had men- 
tioned already the Report of the Commit- 
tee appointed by the late President of the 
Board of Agriculture whose loss this 
House deplored. He was a man of large 
and generous heart, wide sympathies, and 
intensely practical in his methods—a man 
who, if spared, would undoubtedly have 
made the Board of Agriculture an efficient 
means for aiding in the dvvelopment of 
the agricultural resources of the country. 
Under his auspices a Committee was 
appointed to consider whether any 
measures might with advantage be taken 
by the provision of further educational 
facilities, or otherwise, for the promotion 
and encouragement of afforestation and 
the planting of wood. The Chairman of 
the Committee was the hon. Member for 
the Leith Burghs, and it included Members 
on both sides of the House, and authori- 
ties on arboriculture. He would read two 
of the recommendations of the Committee. 


Paragraph 7. ©” 

“As regards the question of the extension 
of the forest area, it is shown on the highest 
authority that there is in these islands a very 
large area of waste, heather and rough pasture 
or land out of cultivation, amounting in all to 
21,000,000 acreson a large proportion of 
which afforestation could ke profitably under- 
taken. Regular forest book-keeping is rare in 
Great Britain; but we believe the various 
estimates of profit obtained from the cultiva- 
tion of timber, which have been laid before 
both inquiries, to be substantially correct. 
These show that excellent returns, even with 
indifferent management, have often been 
obtained from plantations formed on land of 
little or no value for any other purpose.” 


Paragraph 12 said-— 


“The present condition of existing woodlands 
has been repeatedly and clearly reviewed by 
many eminent authorities. It is the common 
verdict that timber of the kind and quality 
imported in such large quantities from the 
Baltic and similar temperate regions can be 
grown as well here as anywhere; in fact, it is 
a matter of common knowledge that European 
‘red wood’ and ‘white wood,’ so highly 


esteemed for structural purposes, are yielded 
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by ‘the Scots pine and the spruce, two of the 
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commonest trees of British woodlands. That 
foreign is so generally preferred to home-grown 
timber is in no way due to unsuitability of 
soil or climate, but is entirely due to our 
neglect of sylvicultural principles.” 

He hoped the House would get some 
information as to what was being done to 
give effect to the recommendations of 
that Committee. He wished to know 
whether extra facilities for the training 
of foresters, and extra means for the 
equipping of suitable establishments for 
that purpose were being, or were likely 
to be, provided; whether the recom- 
mendation of the Committee that this 
matter should be undertaken by the 
State, and should not be left to private 
individuals, was likely to be acted upon ; 
and whether the waste Crown lands which 
were suitable for this purpose were being 
utilised by the Commission of Woods and 
Forests as the Committee recommended 
they should be; and whether the Com- 
mission of Woods and Forests, or any 
other Department of the Government, 
had commenced to collect statistics as 
to areas presumably suitable for afforest- 
ation. If these statistics had been col- 
lected the House would then be in a 
position to know where the work could 
be commenced. That would be one step 
at least towards the work being under- 
taken. 


As to the financial side of the question 
they would probably be told, as they 
were last year by the President of the 
Local Government Board, that those 
who were always preaching economy 
were at the same time clamouring for ex- 
penditure for the carrying out of their 
own fads and opinions. He clamoured 
urgently for the expenditure of public 
money for public purposes, but he did 
not do so in the sense of asking the State 
to spend money in any eleemosynary 
form. It was not charity that was 
asked from the State. They were en- 
deavouring to get those responsible for 
the Departments to understand that by 
the proposed expenditure they were not 
throwing the money into a sea of blood, 
resulting from quarrels that never ought 
to have arisen, but expending it for a 
purpose which would benefit the State, 
and also be profitable from a purely 
commercial point of view. This was in- 
vesting not spending. Let the House 
suppose that there was a Government 
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in office sympathetic with this matter and 
determined to deal with it. Let it be 
assumed further that of the 21,000,000- 
acres of land which the Committee in 
their Report said was available for the 
purpose, and which was now lying prac-- 
tically idle, the Government acquired 
10,000,000 acres. He was led to under-- 
stand by those who knew, that such land 
could be acquired for 10s. an acre.. 
A large part of that land was in Scotland 
and used for game-preserving purposes. 
There might, therefore, be a difficulty in 
acquiring it. But he hoped that we had 
reached a point when the well-being of 
the working people was of more import- 
ance than the sport of American million- 
aires. He assumed that that land was 
acquired at 10s. an acre, which would in- 
volve a capital expenditure of £5,000,00C, 
The cost of planting would probably be, 
in this country, £3 per acre, making a 
further expenditure of £30,000,000, or a 
total outlay of £35,000,000 for acquiring 
and planting 10,000,000 acres with trees 
suitable to be grown in these islands. If 
that were done it would be a profitable 
investment. Private individuals had 
tried experiments on these lines. One 
specially referred to in various works on 
the subject, was that undertaken by tle: 
head forester of Lord Powerscourt. That 
nobleman’s estate in Ireland was planted 
and the portion which formerly only pro- 
duced 1Cs. an acre for agricultural 
purposes produced a rent of £1 under 


timber. But Lord Powerscourt in 
his testimony admitted that by 
plantations the value of the sur- 


rounding agricultural land had been 
increased by 25 per cent. The best 
figures attainable seemed to indicate that 
forests increased in value at the rate of 
from 10s. to£1 per acre per annum. Assur 
ing that only 10,000,600 acres were in- 
creased in yearly value to the extent of 
10s. each, in fifty years that would amount 
to £250,000,000. In other words, the in-. 
vestment of £35,000,000 would produce a 
return of £250,000,000. Therefore, from 
a commercial point of view, there was 
nothing to be afraid of from an experiment 
of this kind, while it would give perman- 
ent and profitable employment to 150,000 
men. In Germany the forest employ- 
ment maintained 400,000 persors. 

He now came to his last point, viz., 
the establishment of a Ministry of Labour. 
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He knew that there was a difference of 
opinion, even amongst those who usually 
worked together on labour questions, as 
to the advisability of that measure. The 
chief danger that seemed to be in 
the minds of some of his friends 
was, that if a new Department were 
created, with a Cabinet Minister having 
9 seat on the Treasury Bench, he would 
be more probably a Minister of Commerce 
than a Minister of Labour. He quite 
frankly acknowledged that if it were pro- 
posed to appoint a new Department 
whose duties would be divided between 
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enlarged, to be specially charged with 
the responsibility, not merely of collecting 
facts and figures, but of seeing to the 
proper administration of existing laws 
relating to labour. The new Minister 
should take over duties such as those of 
factory and mines inspection; and take 
a part in framing a code of Labour Laws 
for this country which, instead of being as 
it now,{was infinitely behind those of foreign 
countries and especially of our colonies, 
would set an example to the world of what 
a labour code should be. He would not 
dwell on that side of the new Minister’s 


commerce and industry he would oppose | duties, but confine himself exclusively 
such proposal. Already we had a Depart- | to what should be or could be done by such 
ment specially charged with attending to | a Minister for the unemployed. One sec- 
the interests of commerce. He meant | tion of his Department might be specially 
the Board of Trade. He found that | charged with the responsibility of attend- 
Murray’s “Official Handbook to Church | ing to the needs of those unable to find 
and State’ described the duties of the | employment. Special bureaux should 
Board of Trade to be— be established all over the country, where 
“To take cognisance of all matters relating | # man out of work, and whe wanted work, 
to trade and commerce, to advise other Depart- | could register his name. In that, there 
ments —e ow subjects, the - a ae in | would be a complete index as to the state 
commercl Matters arising out oO Teaties or | 
negotiations with foreign States, the Home Office | of employ ment all over the country. The 
with respect to the grant and provision of NeW office might also seek for and suggest 
charters or letters patent by the Crown, and| schemes of reclamation, schemes of 


= jaya. | - 5 aig 28 anne with the | afforestation, that great public works 
stoms an xcise laws; also to superintend | ; i 
the conduct of all Bills and questions before | should be undertaken, especially during 


Parliament which relate to commerce, and to | periods of depression, under State auspices 
exercise some control over all private Bills so| or authorised by the local authorities 
far as the protection of the public interests is | affected. They all felt that at the present 
“sroamnnt, “" + =" | time the powers given for the employ- 





The Board of Trade was therefore a Com- 
mercial Department of the Government. 
He proposed, in connection with the 
Ministry of Labour or Industry, to relieve 
the Board of Trade of its duties in regard 
to labour. 
which would, either directly or indirectly, 
appear to reflect upon the efficiency of 
those who were at present in charge of the 


They discharged their duties with con- 
summate skill, with great conscientious- 
ness, and with great ability. He had 
nothing but praise for the way in which 
they performed their work. But he con- 
tended that an interest so important, so 
wide-spread, so far-reaching as that of 
labour, should not be confined to a mere 
-corner of the Board of Trade, and should 
not be treated in the niggardly fashion it 
now was under a responsible Government. 
But he asked that a new Department 
should be called into being, or rather 
‘that the present Department should b2 


Mr. Keir Hurdie. 


He would not say one word | 





ment of the unemployed were inadequate, 


/and that the machinery for carrying out 


any sensible proposal did not exist. The 


|Labour Department, with these special 


duties, would be able to advise and assist 
the local authorities to combine and co- 
ordinate the various efforts made to find 
employment for men out of work. There 


| were a hundred and one ways of making 
Labour Department of the Board of Trade. | 


it easier to the local authorities to grapple 
with this question than they could do at 
the present moment. 


The right hon. Baronet the Member for 
Forest of Dean, he understood, objected to 
the proposal that there should be a new 
Cabinet Minister. The right hon. Baronet 
thought that there should be rather a re- 
duction in the presentnumber. His reply 
to that was thit the increase in the number 
of Government Departments was a neces- 
sity arising out of our complex and growing 
civilisation. The more we extended our 


'area, and th? more our influence and 
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activities increased the greater became the 
demand for adequate and proper super- 


vision. With a small country, a small | 


Ministry would be sufficient ; but where 
the interests of commerce, labour, and edu- 
cation, and the like, became so great as 
they had become in this country, then 
that economy of labour which was 
recognised by all industrial authori- 
ties, and which made for efficiency, namely, 


subdivision, should apply to Governments | 


as well as to workshops. Each Minister 
should be called upon to do one thing, 


and be held responsible for the intelligent | 
doing of that thing. Therefore the argu- | 
ment that we should not increase the) 


number of Ministers did not apply to his 
proposal in the least. 


As to the cost, he hoped no Mem- | 


ber on either side of the House would 
mention that as an obstacle. Ifa thing 
was desirable the money could be found. 


He admitted that the expenditure of 


the country was alarmingly great, but 
he repeated that was because the money 
was spent in a wrong direction, which did 


not add to our greatness, which added , 


doubtful elements to our strength, and 
which threw a burden on the community 
for no adequate result. What he and his 
friends pleaded for was that money 
should be spent in such a way as to give 
comfort and happiness to the oppressed 
and heart-weary, and give to every man 
the inalienable right of man—the oppor- 
tunity of earning an honest living by his 
own labour. They asked that the re- 
sources of the State should be used to 
bring about that result. All down 


through the ages the pathetic figure of a 


workless man had been commented on. 
He was the human Christ whose crouch- 
ing figure bore the accumulated sorrows 
of our complex civilisation; who was 
always being sacrificed and crucified in 
the interests of commercial greed. Surely 
in these days of abounding wealth, the 
time had come when some determined 


and systematic effort should be made to | 


remove this reproach of strong men and 


women being found hungry and homeless. | 


Scarcely a week passed that we were not 


{19 Fepruary 1904} 


for an Address). 466 


dark middle ages there was not that 
horrible kind of trouble which we now ex- 
perienced. There was generally a rude’ 
plenty all over the land, and the monas- 
teries gave shelter to the poor. He feared 
that in days to come it might be said 
that the present age of wealth and great 
commercial prosperity was the really dark 
age, because men were allowed to die 
through the lack of employment. He 
would conclude with one quotation from: 
a speech made by the late Lord Salisbury 
in May, 1895. In this speech at Bradford 
Lord Salisbury said— 


“You know the difficulty of the unemployed! 
is rising in the south. There are vast masses 
of men who have no evil will, against whom no 
harm can be stated, who have only this one 
wish, this one demand—that the labour which 

| they are prepared to give should be accepted, 
and bare sustenance given them in place of it, 
and to whom it has been necessary, from sheer 
want of employment to give them, to return @ 
disappointing answer. We pass those thin 
over. We express them in brief language. e 
do not take note as the information flies rapidly 
under our eyes. We do not take note of what 
misery, what despair to men, what utter despair 
to women and children, what physical suffering 
is involved in those — facts. I feel that 
as long as the problem of the unemployed 
| presents to us the features it has shown during 
the last winter, we cannot say that our con- 
science as statesmen and politicians is dis- 
charged if we do not vote for an attempt, at all 
events, to solve it with the utmost time and 
| the utmost energy in our power .... He 
did not say that he had any patent or certain 
remedy for the terrible evils which beset us on 
all sides, but he did say that it was time they 
left off mending the constitution of Parliament, 
and that they turned all the wisdom and energy 
Parliament could combine together in order to 
remedy the sufferings under which so many of 
their countrymen laboured.” 


That appeal he endorsed, and he asked 
| the House of Commons as representing the 
nation, and representing, as it professed 
to do, the glory and greatness of the 
Empire, to turn its attention from the 
Imperial aspect of the case and to come 
down to the domestic aspect, and to see 
that every man born within the shores of 
these Islands should at least be provided 
with an opportunity of working for that 
living which he could not do without. 
|He begged to mcve the Amendment 
which stood in his name. 


horrified to read of men and women | 


committing suicide simply because they | 


were workless and starving. What a 
reproach it was! We often spoke scorn- 
ully of the dark middle ages, but in those 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) said that 
| after the masterly and eloquent speech of 
his hon. friend, who, it seemed to him, 
‘ had covered the whole ground so far as 
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the economical aspect of the question 
was concerned, he might be permitted, 
perhaps, to deal with the personal aspect 
of the whole business. It was frequently 
said that in this country of ours the people 
were divided into two classes—those who 
were willing to work and those who were 
willing to allow them to do so. That 
being so, he thought they were entitled 
to come face to face with the powers that 
be, and to ask them to provide an oppor- 
tunity to work for those who were willing 
to do so. There were two or three 
classes of unemployed in this country. 
He would deal with but two. He would 
not deal with the rich unemployed ; they 
had been animadverted upon pretty 
strongly during the last two or three days. 
But when the Minister responsible for this 
Department came to reply presently he 
would, no doubt, begin to argue that the 
Poor Law as it now stood was well able to 
cope with any exceptional distress. He 
would also say, no doubt, that they needed 
fiscal changes. It had perfectly truly 
been asserted that we had still to realise 
that the penny loaf was dear if one had 
not a penny with which to purchase it. 
Yet the proposal now before the country 


was to raise the price to three halfpence | 


by putting a tax upon the commodity, 
in order to give the working man a better 
chance. The ex-Colonial Secretary in- 
deed had gone further, and had asserted 
that they ought to have a responsible 
Minister who could survey the whole 


labour world and find work for the working - 


men of the nation. The surprising thing 
about it was that the Government pro- 
posed to settle the unemployed difficulty 
ia the Transvaal by introducing half a 
million of Chinese, in spite of the fact that, 
according to the information we already 
possessed, there were thousands upon 
thousands of willing workers out there 
who, however, could not naturally be 
induced to work for a mere animal exist- 
ence, and who, therefore, from the Govern- 
ment point of view, were to be excluded 
from any consideration in that House or 
anywhere else. They would also, no 
doubt, be treated to the argument that 
men were unwilling to work, they would 
have pointed out to them the loafer who 


did little or nothing, and who was an who made it so difficult for them to deal 


| with the unemployed problem. He had 


endless expense to the whole community. 
It would further be said that the willing 
Mr. Cipoks. 
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worker could always find work to do, 
That, however, was not true, and that it 
was not true was recognised by the 
Local Governmént Board, which, from 
time to time, issued Orders to the boards of 
guardians to find “ useful ” work for able- 
bodied paupers. What character of work 
was thus provided? These able-bodied 
paupers were housed and fed better than 
the liberty loving workman, and in return 
they were called upon to pick a fixed 
quantity ofoakum. Was that a lucrative 
investment of labour? No, the truth 
was that not infrequently people were 
paid to bring the oakum to the work- 
house, and after the paupers had picked 
a ton the material was returned free of 
charge to the firm which had sent it in, 
and the cost to the ratepayers for that 
amount of work thus done was not 
covered by a less sum than £10. Surely 
that could not be called “ encouraging ” 
useful labour. 


They had vainly tried to induce 
the Local Government Board to help 
them to deal with that class of men, 
whom he preferred for the moment to call 
the flotsam and jetsam of the labour 
world. They had also asked the Board 
to assist honest attempts to provide 
useful employment for honest workmen, 
but they were always met with stories 
such as one of which he happened to be 
the originator. They were told of a man 
who applied to a foreman of some 
works for employment, and who, on be- 
ing informed that there was difficulty 
in finding work for those already engaged 
by the firm, replied that what he would 
do would not make much difference. Of 
course, originally the application was 
made by a man who was applying for 
piece and not day work, but. still 
the story was told as applying to day 
employment in order to impart ,the sting 
to it. Then, again, there was}the man 
they were so frequently reminded of who, 
when he woke up in the morning,’asked 
his wife if it was raining, and whofon re- 
ceiving a reply in the negative put the 


further inquiry, “‘ Does it look like rain” ? 


To that the answer was “ No,” and he 
promptly rejoined, “ Then I wish it was 
Sunday.” This was the class of men 


long been agitating to get established 
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some organised system of dealing with the 
unemployed, and occupying the position 
he did in connection with one of the big 
unions he had often been blamed by these 
loafers because he had declared that he 
desired to provide work for the worker, 
and not to provide assistance for the 
loafer. Whenever any suggestion was 
made to the Local Government Board as 
to a solution of this problem, a series of 
inquiries were addressed to them, and 
they were finally asked whether it would 
pay. Again, if an enterprising board of 
guardians made any practical suggestion 
for dealing with able-bodied paupers, they 
simply got the reply that the Department 
were seriously considering the question. 
That was the invariable reply, and he 
thought that if he were the head of the 
Department he would have that answer 
printed instead of taking the trouble to 
write it time after time. 
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A manin the house would, if the guar- 


dians broke the law, at once say he would | 


report them to the Local Government 
Board. This sort of man took his dis- 
charge when a ship came into port, and 
went and fought his better brother who 
was trying to keep a house over the head of 
his wife and children, and being neat and 
clean he was usually given the preference 
over his better brother; he got his day’s 
wages which he spent in drink, and then at 
night came back to the house and said he 
was a destitute person, and then if the 
guardians refused him admittance he said 
he would report them to the Local Govern- 
ment Board. His board of guardians 
had refused them, and had sent them 
down to Hadleigh Farm, where the Salva- 
tion Army was doing such excellent work, 
to do field work, but when they got there 
they used to say they did not think they 
liked the look of that and went away, and 
with the outfit with which the guardians 
had presented them they paid their way 
back to town. One man who did this 
they took before the magistrate, and 
charged him with neglecting to main- 
tain himself, he then said he was willing to 
work, he was only too anxious to work, but 
they had no work to give him. He 
assured the House that if the able-bodied 
man went into the workhouse, every hour 


| he remained there he became more 


degraded and demoralised. Under the 
present workhouse system, with its 
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habitual casuals, it was difficult to compel 
wasters and tramps to work ; but if the 
Local Government Board would unite 
districts and enable guardians to take 
land, and put their flotsam and jetsam on 
to the land, and give them power to keep 
them there, something might be done to 
make useful labourers of them. [A 
Voice: Chinese labour.] He knew that 
meant an alteration of the law, but the 
House had already assented to the pro- 
posal to keep Chinamen in a compound. 
He would appeal in this matter to the 
Empire builder. It was estimated that 
there were 30,000 tramps on the road, and 
61,000 able-bodied paupers in England 
and Wales. Surely if 30,000 of these men 
could be trained to a useful knowledge of 
agricultural work, they would be a useful 
class of man to send to Canada. He was 
strongly of opinion that if the guardians 
could compel able-bodied men to work on 
the land they would get rid of the tramp 


/ element very quickly, because if it was 





known that there were colonies where 
these men could get useful employment 
the promiscuous charity by which they 
were more or less maintained would be 
stopped. Everything that was done now 
played into the hands of the habituals, 
and not into the hands of the unemployed 
who were genuinely anxious for work, 
With the creation of a Department and 
Minister for Industry much could be done, 
as much ought to be done, to assist the de- 
serving. Most people engaged in industry 
could tell within two or three years what 
was going to happen, and such a Depart- 
ment would be able to foresee events, at 
all events, to a certain extent, and to 
make some provision to meet distress. 


As to thrift, it was all very well to save 
on £18 a week, butit was a very different 
matter when the wage was only 18s. 
They could not make such a show upon 
that as one could desire. There was a 
phrase in that part of the town in which he 
was connected that summed up the situa- 
tion exactly. That phrase was, “ We are 
in and out regular.” In his experience 
there always had been a lot of casual 
labour, and so far as he could see there 
always must be; it was the old, old story 
that in that neighbourhood they knew 
only too well “ Monday plenty, Tuesday 
some, Wednesday little, Thursday none, 
never mind Friday, we shall draw our 
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money on Saturday.” That was 
the average life of the British work- 
man. The accumulation of wealth 
in the country did not pan out to the 
advantage of the working man. In times 
of industrial depression, the man who 
went without was the working man, and 
his wife and children. He had nothing 
but the Poor Law to fall back upon; and 
the moment he touched that it demora- 
lised and degraded him. There was a 
general impression that when work fell 
off the first man to be discharged was the 
old man. That was not his experience. 
He lived among his own people, and in 
times of depression the first man to ap- 
proach him was the comparatively 
young man. He was discharged because 
he had lost time and had not paid atten- 
tion to his work. The next man to be 
discharged was the old man, but he had 
been diligent at his work, and his master 
endeavoured to keep him on as long as he 
could. When the old man came along 
things were awfully bad. The old man 
called in October or November when 
trade was falling off ; and then had before 
him a hard winter with absolutely nothing 
except what he got from his trades union. 
Notwithstanding all the attacks on them, 
trades unions did something to help men 
in distress. Indeed, 61 per cent. of the 
expenditure of trades unions went in 
benefit to the sick and unemployed. At 
the commencement of the winter the old 
unemployed man was a simple, kindly, 
obliging person who said he would be 
satisfied if he could only get three days 
work a week. He would say he was 
about to move from three rooms into two. 
At election times that man was told he 
was the backbone of the British Empire, 
and that his forefathers fought and bled to 
make this country. That man made aheroic 
struggle to keep his little home over his 
head. One thing went, then another, not 
for the father or the mother, but for the 
children. He himself heard a mother say, 
“Tt is no use telling young children that 
father is out of work. They don’t know 
anything about it, and we have no right 
to inflict the burden on their little minds.” 
Watch the man who was kindly pleading 
for work in October through the winter. 
In February he was demoralised and 
degraded and a bully. He would say he 
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was an Englishman, and if something 
could not be done for him, it was time 
there should. On writing to the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade, he himself 
would be told that the matter of employ- 
ment was still under the consideration of 
the Department. A right hon. Gentle- 
man said, and he agreed with him, that 
labour was not a section or a class, It 
was the whole nation; and the nation 
had to depend on it. The well-being of 
the whole nation was dependent on the 
Government. In his childhood and early 
manhood he’ believed that Parliament 
existed for the express purpose of pro- 
tecting the weak and the helpless, and 
seeing that no one went without the 
common necessaries of life, and that the 
country was made a little brighter and 
better. Later experience however, con- 
vinced him that Parliament looked 
after the people who were well able 
to look after themselves. The well-being 
of the people should be the first considera- 
tion of the Government. 


What could a Minister of Industry 
such as his hon. friend suggested, do 
in a time of industrial depression, 
Indeed, such a Minister should not 
wait for a time of depression, for after 
all, statesmanship claimed to foresee many 
things which, however, were not always 
foreseen. When a man in private em- 
ployment broke down, his employer 
might say he could not help it, and that 
he had the Poor Law to fall back upon; 
but with Parliament it was different, 
A Minister of Industry could send to any 
governing body in the country when there 
was a dearth of employment and ascer- 
tain what work could be undertaken (1) 
for the locality if a loan on reasonable 
terms were advanced ; (2) at the expense 
of the county rate; and (3) at the expense 
of the National Exchequer. Through- 
out Great Britain there was considerable 
work remaining undone, which, if done, 
would provide employment and be 8 
benefit to the whole community. Look 
at the rivers. Many of them were 
silted up because some person oF 
other could not afford the expense. 
If they were cleared and embanked 
their value would be increased, and 
the work would give employment. Then 
there was the reclamation of slab and 
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waste lands and the encroachment of 
the sea on various parts of tie coast 
might be prevented. These works could 
be taken up in times of industrial de- 
pression, as they co.ld be dropped when 
the position improvei. Assume that 
there were 10,000 men idle on the Tyne. 
The Minister of Industry would send 
down an inspector to inquire into the 
work that was proposed and on his report 
the Minister would decide whether it 
should be undertaken at the expense of 
the locality or of the National Exchequer. 
It would be the duty of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to earmark a certain sum 
of money, in such years, for dealing with 
the unemployed during times of depres- 
sion. Surely it would be better to give a 
man honest,work than charity, which was 
always demoralising and degrading. He 
himself did not know how it felt to have a 
lot of money. He did not back horses ; 
but if a man backed the right horse he 
would imagine he {would say “ Easy 
come, easy go.” The same thing applied 
to charity. When {a man got so low 
down, degraded! by want of employ- 
ment, he lost his manhood, he did not 
care what became of him, and simply 
swilled beer whenever he could get it. 
He believed the House was not only 
sympathetic but desired to be practical. 
It wasted an awful lot of money every 
year in experiments, but here was an 
experiment really worth making. By 
the creation of a Department that should 
organise work throughout the length and 
breadth of the land and keep docketed in 
its proper place, for use in emergency, 
information which could b2 availed of in 
periods of commercial depressioi, the 
blood and sinew of te people could be 
kept up, instead of things being allowed 
to go until the people were so degraded 
that they were unable to do work when 
offered it. Something should be done 
for those who could not help themselves. 
He asked the Governm:2nt to accept the 
Amendment. It was not a vote of 
censure; it simply called the attention 
of the Government to a slip of the 
m-mory in drawing up the King’s Speech. 
That was nothing to be ashamed of; 
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the best of m2n sometimes did the same 
thing, and he hoped now that they had ! 
been reminded of it they would have the 
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moral courage to stand up and accept the 
Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“At the end of the Question, to add the 
words, ‘ And further we desire humbly to eXpress 
our regret that, in view of the distress arising 
from lack of employment, Your Majesty’s 
advisers have not seen fit to recommend the 
creation of a Department and Minister of 
Labour fully empowered, inter alia, to deal 
effectively, acting in conjunction with local 
administrative authorities, with such lack of 
employment, ‘mainly by the execution of 
necessary public works, afforestation, and 
further by encouraging an increase in the 
numbers of those employed in agricultural 
pursuits.’””—(Mr. Keir Hardie.) 


Question proposed: “That those 


words be there added.” 


CoLtoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epping) 
said he wished it had been possible to 
treat this as a non-Party question, but 
that was absolutely impossible because 
no Amendment to the King’s Speech could 
be acceptel by the Government. The 
prec:dent quoted of a few years ago was 
not one they would be inclined to follow 
now. One would have thought that 
upon a questioa involving so much 
misery and suffering it would have been 
possible to treat it from a non-political 
point of view, but a long acquaintance 
with the House of Commons convinced 
him that it was impossible that such a 
question as that brought forward by the 
mover of this Amendment could be 
treated on non-Party lines. They had 
listened with the greatest interest and 
sympathy to the speeches made by the 
hon. Members for Merthyr Tydvil and 
Woolwich, which were moderate in their 
character, and obtained the respectful 
sympathy of both sides of the House. 
The hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil 
with quiet dignity, and the hon. Member 
for Woolwich with a good deal of that 
humour which characterised him, showed 
that they were dealing with one of the 
most painful subjects, namely, the misery 
and suffering of what had been described 
as “the submerged tenth.” Those 
speeches had produced the greatest pos- 
sible effect upon this House, and sympathy 
from the Ministerial Benches was just as 
great as upon the other side of the House. 
They had been told of the hard case of the 
man who wanted work, and was willing 
to work but could not find employment, 
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and that the cause of honest labour was 
prejudiced by the existence of an un- 
deserving class. Unfortunately the latter 
must always be a disability under which 
labour suffered, but as long as such men as 
the hon. Members for Battersea, Merthyr 
Tydvil, and Woolwich were prepared 
to tell working men that they did 
not plead for the idle scoundrel and the 
drunkard, he was sure there would 
always be sympathy for the deserving 
class. The hon. Member for Merthyr 
Tydvil did not dwell upon the faults of the 
Poor Law, but the hon. Member for Wool- 
wich did. Anyone acquainted with the 
outline of the Poor Law must be aware of 
its inability to cope with all the distress 
and misery that arose from time to time. 
Foth sides of the House, when in power, 
did their best and adopted any fresh laws 
and rules for the tetter conduct of Govern- 
nent Departments that were possible and 
seemed to them to be wise. It was very 
easy to chaff aGovernment Department by 
quoting the familiar reply that “the 
matter was receiving the serious considera- 
tion ofthe board.” That might lend itself 
to laughter, but it was often very true and 
the Local Government Board were fre- 
quently trying to solve problems which 
every day got more pressing. Every 
man who was worthy of being a Member of 
Parliament must agree with the view that 
charity, degraded a man and the work- 
house was the worst possible abode for any 
man-who was willing to work. On that 
point he thought both sides of the house 
were absolutely agreed. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Merthyr Tydvil said there were 
12,000,000 of unemployed in this country. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: What I said was 
that there were’12,000,000 in poverty and 
on the verge of poverty, whilst 5 per 
cent. of the total number of workers 
were out of work. 


Coronet LOCKWOOD said perhaps 
he might be’allowed to refer to some other 
remedy, and no doubt the hon. Member 
opposite would’prefer even the condition 
of things he had described, to life under 
the old system of protection. Even those 
like himself who viewed with favour the 
proposals of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham never 
dreamt in their wildest moments that 
it was possible that they would ever 
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revert to those days which he agreed were 
painful and terrible to the people of this 
country. Such a thing would never be 
tolerated and the working classes of this 
country were never likely to be reduced to 
the pain and suffering which they went. 
through in the old days. The hon. Mem- 
ber opposite had suggested municipal 
workshops as a remedy. He was afraid 
that after the trial. of that remedy in 
France they would not be tempted to 
adopt anything of the sort in{this country. 
Sometimes he had had occasion to feel 


_ that he could not acceptfall the doctrines 


of trades unions either as useful to trade 
or as making the way of the workmen or 
the masters smoother. But they all 
recognised the fact that trades unions 
had played a most important part in this 
country, and were more likely to play 
a greater part in the future. Without 
trenching upon what must naturally be 
delicate ground he had always understood 
from the speeches of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, that the trade of England at the 
present time was in the most flourishing 
condition, that there was no need for any 
attempt at! fiscal reform, and{that matters, 
if left to themselves would remedy them- 
selves. They had, heard from{the Labour 
Members facts about the want of employ- 
ment and distress amongst the working 
classes, and he hoped he should have the 
pleasure of hearing what the hon. Mem ber 
for Battersea had to say upon this ques- 
tion. They must eliminate the waifs and 
strays and the jetsam and flotsam from 
the class of men they were talking of. He 
should like to hear from hon. Gentlemen 
opposite whether they recognised the fact 
that there were many thousands of men 
at the present time out of employment, 
and, if so, they were only echoing in a still 
more marked manner than the Member 
for West Birmingham the contention 
that all was not well with our trade at 
the present time. They never pretended 
that the trade of England was ruined, 
but it was not as prosperous as it should 
be. Hon. Members opposite said that 
the ex-Colonial Secretary’s proposals 
were not likely to benefit the workmen, 
but at all events the right hon. Gentleman 
had put forward a concrete proposal 
which he had had the courage to lay 
before the country, whilst on the other 
hand very few remedies had been put 
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forward by those who opposed the 
Member for West Birmingham’s scheme. 
The hon. Gentleman opposite had pro- 

the creation of something like 
penal Chinese colonies, but he did not 
believe the House was likely to accept 
such a remedy. 


With regard to the agricultural 
labourer he might say that farmers 
had been visited with the most disas- 
trous winter and spring that most of 
them could remember. Consequently, 
they had to add that to the disadvan- 
tages under which they were labouring 
atthe present time. He thought they 
ought also to have some regard for those 
men who toiled with very little reward 
in the country, and whose future was 
often the most miserable that it was 

ible to conceive. The agricultural 
labourer dragged out ‘a miserable exist- 
ence upon insufficient wages and amid 
unhealthy surroundings, and he was 
worthy of the sympathy of the House. 
At the present time there was very little 
hope for the agricultural labourer. The 
resources of the farmer were exhausted 
by misfortune, and the population from 
which they used to draw the best men 
for the Army and Navy were in a deplor- 
able condition. Were they going to 
leave the agricultural labourer with his 
scanty wages and miserable home without 
attempting, at all events, to do some- 
thing for him. So long as they left the 
agricultural labourer to flounder along 
there was but little hope for them. With 
regard to the question of afforestation 
he agreed that there was a quantity of 
wood used in this country imported from 
abroad which might be grown with ad- 
vantage, if with profit, in this country. 
He did not, however, think they could 
compare the great tracts of land in Ger- 
many and France, where there were huge 
areas covered with pine, with the lands 
in England. He did not believe for one 
moment that the land in England could 
be profitably employed for the purposes of 
afforestation. For instance, they could 
hardly take the moorland of Scotland as 
likely to afford remuneration to the man 
who afforested such land. They should 
also remember that the amount of labour 
employed per acre on afforested land was 
very much less than on land under corn or 
crops of any description. It should not 
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be forgotten that the Government had 
always been searching for land upon 
which to conduct Army mancuvres, and 
a certain amount of open space was 
absolutely necessary for this purpose. 
The hon. Member for Woolwich said that 
the right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Local Government Board would 
probably tell them that this evil arose 
through want of thrift amongst the work- 
ing classes. If there was more employment 
and more constant work thrift would be 
increased because the wretched man would 
have something to put away. The hon. 
Member for Woolwich also said that the 
President of the Board of Trade would 
probably tell them that 30s. a week was 
a princely income, but he did not believe 
that anyone would advance that theory 
for a man who had to keep a wife and 
five children. He agreed that the tasks 
set in workhouses were nota remedy 
which ought to be applied to the unem- 
ployed. He wanted to see in England 
employment for every man, and a state 
of things under which no man would have 
to look about for work which he was 
ready to do. Those who had spoken 
upon this subject had proved to them 
absolutely that there was depression. 
He echoed that sentiment and believed 
in it, and it was because hon. Members 
on the Ministerial side of the House be- 
lieved that trade was not flourishing that 
they had ventured on a course which 
they thought was absolutely necessary 
to remedy this state of things. 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar) said he did not think that 
there was any need to mix up the question 
of fiscal reform with this question. No- 
body, not even the most hide-bound 
Cobdenite, would argue that in the matter 
of trade all was for the best in the best of 
all possible worlds; but he and those 
who thought with him did argue that 
the proposals of the right hon. Member 
for West Birmingham were likely to do 
harm rather than good, and to lead to a 
diminution rather than an increase in the 
amount of employment. If it could be 


proved that those proposals would lead 
to increased trade and employment, hon. 
Members on the Opposition side would be 
the very first to adopt them. They had 





listened with great interest to the very 
Q2 
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moderate speech of the mover of this 
Amendment, and they had also listened 
with especial interest to the racy speech 
of the hon. Member for Woolwich. This 
was not in any sense a Party question. 
He thought neither Party had up to now 
faced the facts and attempted to deal 
with them in a broad and generous spirit. 
They all admitted that the matter was 
one of urgency and importance. It was 
of urgency, because each recurring winter 
there was great distress among the un- 
employed in the different parts of the 
country. Fortunately there had been 
an open winter this year, or, at all events 
in London, there would have been a very 
great deal of distress. There was one 
point to which the House ought to pay 
some attention. His hon. friend had 
called attention to the fact that the great 
trades unions of the country had in the 
last ten years spent upwards of £3,000,000 
in relief to the unemployed, thus enabling 
them to keep their homes together while 
they were out of employment. He could 
not go into that question now, but the 
whole of the trades unions were abso- 
lutely threatened, and unless this House 
came to the conclusion that in view of 
recent legal decisions, legal protection 
should be given to trades unions, he was 
afraid that the sums which had hitherto 
gone for the relief of the unemployed, 
would go into the pockets of the em- 
ployers in the case of industrial dis- 
putes and strikes, This was a serious 
matter, for, after all, it was the trades 
unions which had helped to keep down 
the number of the unemployed. 
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The practical proposals of the Amend- 
ment were threefold. In the first place, 
the hon. Member desired the creation of a 
special Department which would deal with 
labour problems; in the second place, 
he desired to give the State power to deal 
with such questions as afforestation; 
and, in the third place, he desired to give 
greater power of combination to local 
authorities to deal with questions affect- 
ing the unemployed especially, and to 
give them power for the acquisition of 
land in order to enable them to find 
employment as necessary. He agreed 
that if this question was to be dealt with 
at all effectively, it must be dealt with to 
4 certain extent under the contrél of a 
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central Department working through the 


local authorities. He could not see what 
objection there could be on the part of 
the Government to giving greater powers 
of combination and grouping to the dif- 
ferent local authorities, in order to enable 
them to deal more effectively with this 
question than they were able to do at 
present as individual bodies. It was not 
possible to have this matter properly 
dealt with by isolated local authorities. 
If one local authority dealt with it, and a 
neighbouring authority neglected it, the 
only result was that there was a greater 
rush of workers into that particular’dis- 
trict, to the disadvantage of those who 
were attempting to deal with it on a 
proper basis. This was more especially 
the case in regard to Londen. He should 
like that the President of the Local Gov- 
ernment Board had power to combine the 
different borough councils and others into 
one body for such purposes. He “very 
much doubted whether underYexisting 
Statutes he had that power. He thought 
the right hon. Gentleman ought to have 
the power conferred on him of dealing 
with the question in London, and of giving 
to the local authorities the power of com- 
bining and organising for this and other 
purposes. The argument in favour of 
treating London as a whole in this matter 
was a very sound one, for it was already 
recognised as a whole under the Equalisa- 
tion of Rates Act. He thought:there was 
very considerable feeling in favour of 
extending that system still further. 
Thanks to the ordinary circumstances 
affecting a great community, some parts 
of London had become and were becoming 
ever richer and less populous andj others 
poorer and more populous and unless Lon- 
don was dealt with as a whole there was 
danger of an unjust weight falling on the 
poorer parts to the relief of the richer. 
His hon. friend desired that these grouped 
bodies should have power to acquire land 
in order that work, and especially 
test work, might be carried on under 
the authority of municipal labour 
departments for the benefit of the un- 
employed during periods of special depres- 
sion when they were not able to obtain 
other work. 


The hon. and gallant Member for 
the Epping Division said that the 
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hon. Gentleman who moved the Amend- 
ment advocated municipal workshops. 


CoLonEL LOCKWOOD said that what 
he stated was that the hon. Member who 
moved the.Amendment advocated the 
giving of power to local districts to give 
municipal work. 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he 
heard the hon. Member read extracts in 
regard to municipal workshops in other 
countries, but he did not understand him 
this afternoon to advocate municipal work- 
shops here, though he might lave done so 
on other occasions. What the hon. 
Member advocated was the taking of 
people out of the towns and putting them 
on the land in different parts of the 
country. That was a very different 
matter altogether. He was aware that 
municipal workshops had been tried 
and that they had certainly failed, very 
largely because they had not been 
carried on under proper inspection and 
because the result of their having been 
opened in certain places had been to 
attract labourers from other parts in 
order to go into these municipal work- 
shops. Harm had been done in that 
way by attracting labour away from 
where, in the ordinary way, it might have 
been employed to places where it was 
artificially in demand. The work pro- 
posed by his hon. friend in connection 
with the grouping of local authorities 
would not only provide for the unem- 
ployed but might be mad> reproductive. 
With regard to afforestation he must 
congratulate his hon. friend the Member 
for the Leith Burghs, who was chairman 
of the Commission on that subject, on 
the fact that he had shown in his own 
person that afforestation c -uld be curried 
out on business lines and made profit- 
able. There was, at ull events, no objec- 
tion in principle to very considerable 
steps being taken on the lines indicated 
by the mover of the Amendment. Several 
recommendations had been made by the 
Commission, and if they could be carried 
out they would certainly lead to a con- 
siderable amount of employment and to 
the supply of this country with raw 
material for our’ own manufactures. 
Only a day or two ago a Question was 
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asked in regard to Government sub- 
sidies for the growing of cotton in differ- 
ent parts of the Colonies. He was glad 
to hear both sides of the House cheer the 
proposition. With regard to the fiscal 
question, free-traders quite 4s much as 
retaliators were in favour of growing raw 
material as far as possible within the Em- 
pire. If what his hon. friend the mover 
of the Amendment proposed could be 
done on a proper and sensible basis he 
would endorse the proposal. That was 
a particular and practical matter with 
which a Government department could 
deal. 


With regard to the proposal for the 
creation of a Department of Labour he 
would like to say that he did not agree 
with his hon. friend in the view that 
there was room for a single department 
to deal solely with labour questions. 
He had some sympathy with the Amend- 
ment and desired to vote for it, but he 
wished to guard himself against being 
committed to the actual proposal that 
there should be a separate and distinct 
Department of Labour. He thought, 
however, that there was great room for a 
rearrangement of the offices of the Board 
of Trade and the Local Government 
Board and the creation of new depart- 
ments in their stead. He was one of 
those who were strongly in favour of 
the creation ofa Commercia] Department. 
But besides this he would like to see the 
creation of a department, one of whose 
principal functions would be to deal 
with labour questions. His hon. friend 
the Member for Woolwich had referred 
to the duties “of such a department when 
created. He thought everybody would 
admit that it would be an advartage if 
the labour portion of the Board of 
Trade was transferred to the Local 
Government Board and if that depart- 
ment were made more powerful than 
it was at present. No one had any 
desire to throw any reflection on .the 
work of that department in the past. 
So far as it had opportunity it had done 
most admirable work. But if such a de- 
partment as he had suggested were created 
it might have considerable effect in deal- 
ing not only with the unemployed question 
in towns but also with the position of the 
agricultural labourers, with whom they 





all sympithised. Though{he did not 
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suppose that the proposals in the Amend- 
ment would be an absolute remedy for 
the lack of employment, he held that 
they would be a real palliative for evils 
which they all admitted to exist. 


*Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford) said everyone would sympathise 
with the object of the Amendment, and 
although it had been explained that it 
was not intended as a vote of no confi- 
dence in the Government, there was no 
doubt that if a division took place and 
if the Amendment were carried it would 
be regarded as a vote of censure on the 
Government. He thought we already 
had enough Government departments, 
and the only question was how they 
should be adequately administered and 
brought up to date. The seconder of the 
Amendment had said that the officers 
of the departments should be adequately 
paid. The hon. Member would find that 
the officers of the Board of Trade con- 
sisted of a Comptroller-General with a 
salary of £1,200 a year, an assistant 
labour commissioner, and about twenty 
other gentlemen whose salaries ranged 
from £700 to £1,200. He did not think 
that anyone would say that this par- 
ticular department was up to date, or that 
it formed a bureau wherein everyone who 
was seeking employment might obtain 
information where that employment 
could befound. He would point out that 
the real r -medy was to appoint a Minister 
of Commerce and Industry. At the pre- 
sent time there was a Committee sitting 
and considering the various forms of 
work that might be undertaken by such 
a department with a Minister, at its 
head. 


*Mr SPEAKER: The Amendment is 
only about a Minister of Labour 
hon. Member is now discussing the Board 
of Trade and a Commercial Department. 


*Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR: I am now 
discussing the commercial intelligence 
branch of the Board of Trade, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member has 
a notice of an Amendment on that point. 
If that is reached he will have an oppor- 
tunity of discussing it, but he cannot dis- 
cuss it now. 


*Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said he had 
very little hope of that Amendment being 
Mr. Sydney Buxton. 
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reached. He would confine himself to 
the remarks made by the mover and 
seconder of the Amendment before the 
House. He reminded the House that a 
proposal for the appointment of a Minister 
of Labour was made in 1893. He would 
point out to the hon. Member who moved 
the present Amendment that it would be 
a very difficult thing indeed to have a 
separate Minister to deal with the Factories 
and Workshops Acts, the housing of the 
working classes, and probably old-age 
pensions, and various other matters 
| which pertained to industry apart from 
| the Commercial Department of the Board 
of Trade. He thought there must be a 
sub-division of that important work. 
| They had heard that commerce, trade 
'and industry went hand in hand, and 
| that one could not exist without the 
‘others. It was imperative, therefore, to 
recognise that the question was essentially 
a complex one. It was admitted on the 
other side of the House that the trade and 
| prosperity of this country were not so 
great as they might be. He had heard 
also that the number of unemployed was 
/on the increase, and that there {were 
| 12,000,000 either in want or on the 
| verge of starvation. Would a Minister 
of Labour be able to deal with this 
matter without being in absolute 
touch with the matters which were now 
'dealt with by the Board of Trade? 
Surely the Board of Trade required a 
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| head who would deal exclusively with 
| statistical information with regard to 
labour? In the north of England it was 
noted last year that in some towns there 
were numbers of unemployed, while only 
a few miles away factories were working 
half time owing to the owners not being 
able to get men for them. With regard 
to the agricultural classes, hon. Members 
| were aware that it sometimes happened 
| that crops were allowed to lie on the 
| ground because farmers were not able 
| to get sufficient labour. People did not 
| care to take labour which was inadequately 
paid. The House was moved by the 
appeal of the hon. Member for Woolwich 
as to the wastefulness of this. It was, 
he thought, in great measure due to the 
fact that trades unions made such hard 
and fast rules with regard to labour that 
many people in winter were not more 
employed. They all recognised the ad- 
mirable work done by trades unions, but 
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he thought it was unfortunate that they|on the Government. They knew the 
did not permit men, however good they admirable work done on the Continent 
might be, to accept a higher wage than | for trade and commerce, especially in 


other men who were iess competent. If 
one man did double the work of another 
he did not receive double the wage the 
other man received. He would suggest 
to his hon. friend that if he could amend 


workman he would do something to 
improve the conditions of labour. 


Mr. CROOKS: That is so now. It is 
only the minimum wage that is fixed, not 
the maximum. 


*Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said the mini- 


mum was very often the maximum. He. 
did not know the exact amount paid to a 


carpenter, but he would suppose that it 
was 11d. per hour, and that the ordinary 


France, where, likewise, a Government 
department dealt with the differences 
that might occur between employers and 
employed. He certainly thought that 


| the question should be thrashed out as 
the rules so that the good workman | 
would receive a little more than the bad _ 


wage paid to a labourer was 7d. per hour. | 


He considered that the difference was 
enormous, and if lld. was the wage 
necessary to keep a family, 7d. was 
not. His point was that there were 
carpenters and carpenters. In taking a 
building contract an employer struck an 
average, and paid not more that 11d. per 
hour, though he might very often find 
among the men one who was worth 
ls, 3d. or 1s. 4d. per hour. But if he 
paid that man ls. 3d. or 1s. 4d. per hour 
he would find that he would have the 
greatest difficulty with the trades unions. 


Mr. CROOKS: That is not so. 


*Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said he would | 


give an example. He had a man in his 
employment to whom he paid ls. 3d. per 
hour, because he considered he was worth 
it, but this gave great dissatisfaction to the 
others and they left. When work was 
resumed fhe had to pay these men the 
same wage all round. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, S.E.): I could 
give you evidence of quite the reverse. 


*Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR said it was not 
that they had not got every sym- 
pathy with the lot of those who could not | 
obtain employment, but he did not think 
the hon. Member would attain the object | 
he had in view ov moving an Amendment | 
which was practically a vote of !censure | 


to whether the Board of Trade was an 
efficient department and up to the 
times. He himself thought that it was 
not an efficient department, and that as 
at present constituted it was impossible 
for it to deal adequately with all questions 
relating to commerce, industry, and 
labour. It ought to have various sub- 
departments, and if his friends, who had 
this question deeply at heart, would force 
on the Government an inquiry as to the 
various functions of the Board of Trade, 
they would do more good probably than 
by the vote of censure. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) said he should certainly hesitate 
to support a proposal to create a new 
department, but he would strongly sup- 
port a representation to the Government 
showing that certain departments had not 
done what they might havedone for labour 
At any rate, there was one industry, that 
of afforestation, which must be directly 
promoted by the State,if labour was to 
obtain its full advantage from it. This 
was a subject in which he had long taken a 
practical interest. He had served on two 
inquiries in connection with it. What 
were the facts? We imported timber 
and timber products of the value of nearly 
£30,000,000 a year. Our home produc- 
tion of timber was small; he thought it 
amounted to only 2,000,000 tons a year, 
and the value was not large, because there 
had been no instructions in the art of 
growing timber in this country. They 
could not increase timber growing by 


protective tariffs, because tariffs did 
/not teach the people how to grow 


timber. As a matter of fact timber 
preferences were the last to be taken off. 
There was a considerable protective duty 
on timber till 1860, but the heavy duties 
on the timber taught us nothing, and left 
no mark behind on our woodlands, 
which were the despair of anyone inter- 
ested in them. He excepted a few parts 
of England which were under coppice. 
There were portions of beech coppice in 
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Buckinghamshire which showed a profit | 
of £2 an acre. He also knew one or two | 





areas were afforested we might have a 
population of 750,000 dependent on those 


patches in Scotland where timber was | employed in the woodlands, and the raw 


properly grown. The area available for 
timber growing was enormous. In his 
own country,there were between 19,000,000 
and 20,000,000 acres, only one fourth of 
which was under agricultural occupation ; 
the rest was rough pasture and heather. 
In England the rough pasture and heather 
amounted to 5,000,000 acres. He always 
regretted that under the Land Purchase 
Act of last year nothing had been done 
for State afforestation. He was sure that 
timber could not be properly grown in 
this country unless the State took direct 
action. It must provide facilities for 
teaching, and hold woodlands of its 
own, properly managed. Private owners 
were not disposed to lay out money in 
the afforestation of waste land, because 
the capital had to lie too long before it 
came again. Moreover, it was impossible 
to get good timber without continuous 
good management. There was no ex- 
ample in this country of a succession of 
private owners who had managed their 
woodlands successfully, and. therefore 
there was an opening for State action. 


In Germany, 1,000,000 of the popula- 
tion were dependent on the production of 
timber, and 3,000,000 were dependent on 
the manufacture of timber and timber 
products. In the Southern German 
States there were 1,000,000 acres return- 
ing a net income of £1,000,000, which 
showed the result of State action, and 
good management. It had been shown 
quite clearly that owing to the exhaustion 
of the best American forests, and the ex- 
cellent way in which timber could be 
grown here, that it would be an act of 
common prudence to make provision for a 
large extension of our woodlands. If a 
remedy was to be found for the present 
state of things in this country, it could 
not be provided by the existing depart- 
ments. A Forestry Department should be 
created with power to buy land, and plant 
it. He believed there were 10,000,000 
acres in this country which could be 
put under timber to produce £1 per 
acre. We imported a great deal of 
wood-pulp, and £18,0C0,000 worth cf 
coniferous trees, which he believed could 
be perfectly well produced at home, He 


was perfectly confident that if suitable 


Mr. Munro Ferquson. 


material thus provided would feed great. 
industries, which would support an even 
larger population. There had been a 
great diminution of late years in the rural 
population in this country, and the same 
process had been going on in France and 
Germany. He knew of no other means 
of restoring the people to the soil except 
through afforestation under a State 
department. 


Mr. DAVID MACIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) said he hoped they would not 
go to a division on this subject. Many of 
them who sympathised with the subject 
under discussion would not vote for what 
was practically a vote of censure on the 
Government. He wished to say a word 
or two in connection with the mistaken 
arguments which had been used on 
certain details and statistics quoted 
during the debate. These statistics were 
misleading, unless accompanied by ex- 
planation. In Germany, France and the 
United States there were no workhouses ; 
in Great Britain there were workhouses, 
as they knew to their cost. If the unem- 
ployed in the workhouses (he did not 
include the unemployable) were added to 
the statistics it would immensely increase 
the number of unemployed in this country. 
It was a matter of common knowledge 
that the statistics of the unemployed in 
Germany, France, and America were not 
to be depended upon. Those who were en- 
gaged in businesses like his own got more 
than a glimpse of what took place behind 
the scenes. Steamers were cosmopolitan; 
they traded not only with England, but 
with all other countries in the world. 
His own business was done principally 
with Argentina and the other South 
American Republics. The carrying lines 
to these countries, British as well as 
foreign, worked under an agreement 
in regard to rates, which were so arranged 
that no country had any advantage over 
the other; but the foreigner was pro- 
tected in his home market, and was beat- 
ing us, in his opinion, out of the field. 
He had only recently returned from 4 
business visit to Brazil and Argentina, 
and he had seen a notable change there 
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during the last two years. The manu- 
facturing business, which used to give 
employment to our own people, was now 
done for themselves by these countries. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. The | 


hon. Gentleman is not in order in discuss- 
ing the fiseal question. The subject of 
discussion is not the causes of the want of | 
employment but whether a Minister of 
Labour and a Department of Labour | 
should be appointed. | 


| 
Mr. DAVID MACIVER said that he did | 
not wish to be out of order; he only 
wanted to show that the facts which came 
under his own personal knowledge afforded | 
grounds for his contention that the Board 
of Trade should be so strengthened as to 
enable it to include an adequate Depart- 
ment of Labour rather than that a separate 
Ministry of Labour should be set up. 


| 
Sim FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 


berwell, Peckham) said there was no one . 
on that side of the House who did not | 
recognise the importance of the subject 
under discussion, or who did not sympa- 
thise with everything that had been said 
by the hon. Member for Woolwich. But | 
as the Amendment to the Address was, by 
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Str FREDERICK BANBURY said he 
perfectly understood that the hon. Gentle- 
man only wanted to put men who would 
not work on to the land and compel them 
to work. The question for consideration 
was whether the appointment of a Minister 
of Labour would bring about that abund- 
ance of employment which wasa real need. 
Such a Minister could do nothing unless he 
used public money in creating artificial 
employment ; whereas what we wanted 
was genuine remunerative employment 
in a natural way. It would not be in 
order for him to go into the question of 
fiscal reform, but he would like to say that 
in his opinion the speech of the hon. 
Member for Woolwich was the strongest 
he had yet heard delivered in favour of the 
policy of the right hon. Member for West 
Birmingham. Many on that side of the 
House were prepared with a remedy for 
want of employment in a natural way, 
while gentlemen on the other side were not 
prepared with or desirous to findaremedy. 
As to the question of afforestation the 
hon. Member for Leith said that one 
reason why private enterprise had failed 
in this direction was that for a long time 
He would point 
out that if it was a dead loss to the indi- 
vidual it must also be a dead loss to the 
State, and he did not think the present 





the Rules of the House, a vote of want of ; was a good time for locking up money. 
confidence in the Government, no one on | If the suggestion of the hon. Gentleman 
that side of the House could vote for it,| were carried out the capital involved 
even if they supposed that the Amend-! would remain unremunerative. 

ment moved from the other side of the | 
House would achieve the result they de- 
sired to bring about. He had heard the | 
greater part of the speech of the hon. | 
Member for Woolwich and he congratu- | 


Jated him on the extremely able and | 
Sir FREDERICK BANBURY said 


moderate manner in which he had put his | 
case before the House. The views laid | that the State was not in a different posi- 


down by the hon. Member emphasised the |‘ tion from the individual; and during 
position always held on that side of the the period that the capital remained un- 
mn viz., that the real aim and object | remunerative, the interest would have to 
of everyone who had the welfare of the | pe paid, and there would be no return. 
working classes and of the whole com- 


; ' He did not think that at present it was 
munity at heart was to endeavour to find | opportune to allocate sums of money 
permanent employment for the people.| which could not be profitably used. 
He was surprised that the hon. Member | Trade was bad, and there was no money 
for Woolwich should have proposed that! in the country Wk wee cin at the 
there should be compulsory detention on | reasons why he and his hon. friend were 
the land. endeavouring to make trade better. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite who wished to take 
money from one pocket and put it into 
another were really doing a great_deal to 


Sm JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) said it would only mean 
waiting for a dividend. 


Mr.” CROOKS: Only for the habitual 
able-bodied pauper. 
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destroy that confidence in capital which 
was desired. The hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Woolwich referred to the re- 
clamation of wastelands. He knew some- 
thing about that question. He knew a 
man who had spent about £100,000 in 
reclaiming 4,000 acres, and the result was 
he practically ruined himself, because 
when the bad times came, and when wheat 
went down, it was impossible to, use the 
land properly, and he had no return 
for his capital. If the scheme of the hon. 
Member for Woolwich were adopted, with 
the price of wheat what it was, the only 
result would be that the money would 
be lost. He only intervened because he 
wished to show that his hon. friends and 
himself were just as anxious to help the 
working man as the hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site. 


Sm JOHN BRUNNER said it was a 
great pleasure to him to find from what 
had been said‘on both sides of the House 
that there was a very large amount of 
human feeling and keen sympathy with 
the objects of the Amendment. If they 
differed at all, they differed only as to 
method. He remembered reading in the 
Report of the Poor Law Commission of 
1844 about parish farms. It was a most 
deplorable ‘story. His colleagues on 
Boards of Guardians in Cheshire had, 
from time to time, a hankering to return 
to the old system, but he himself had 
always said it would be an extremely 
dangerous policy to undertake. Men who 
worked on parish farms did as little as 
they possibly could, and the result was 
almost invariably that the contagion 
spread through the parish, and the sur- 
rounding parishes, and that other 
labourers adopted the same as the 
labourersfon'the parish farm. He did not 
think that Boards of Guardians were the 
best'class of employers, and on that point 
he differed from his hon. friend who moved 
the Amendment. He was greatly in- 
terested in“the remarks of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Leith Burghs. The late Dr. Hunter 
was possessed of an intellect which was 
equally accurate andluminous. He satis- 
fied himself by a study of the question 
that if he could only obtain a fair alloca- 
tion of Scotland’s share of the National 
Debt, he would be able to pay if off 
in two generations out of the profits 


Sir Frederick Banbury, 
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resulting from the reafforestation of the 
Highlands, in spite of the fact that he 
would have to pay interest while waiting 
for a profit. He was amazed that a 
business-man like the hon. Baronet 
who had just spoken should think that 
an investment which was spread over 
twenty years, and which did not pay a 
dividerf, was lost. He was aware that 
the hon. Baronet turned over his money 
daily, and made a profit. Others, how- 
ever, were accustomed to lay out money 
for years in the sure and certain hope of 
ultimately obtaining a dividend; and 
they had no reason to grumble. He 
sympathised very greatly with the sug- 
gestion that the superabundance of the 
population should be transferred from the 
towns to the rural districts. He be- 
lieved that the country would very 
greatly benefit from such a transfer. 
He very frequently travelled between 
Liverpool and London, and certainly 
the land along that route did not look 
overcrowded. There was plenty of room. 
He intended to vote for the Amendment, 
because by doing so he would be doing 
his best to bring about an improved 
sense of proportion with regard to public 
affairs. If hon. Gentlemen could only 
realise ‘the fimportance of devoting 
the best of their thoughts to the con- 
sideration of the condition of their own 
people, they would be acting wisely and 
well. He was not sure that the method 
proposed in the Amendment would be 
the best to achieve its purpose. He 
wished, instead of creating a new depart- 
ment, that all departments of the Govern- 
ment would be impressed with a due 
sense of the value of the ideas of his hon. 
friend who moved the Amendment, and 
that they should all realise that it was 
of the very greatest importance that they 
should help the poor people of this 
country to help themselves, first by 
education and then by improving their 
physical condition. Many hon Gentle- 
men opposite, and also many of his hon. 
friends, were sportsmen, and knew the 
saying, “The more trees the more 
salmon.” The fact that salmon were 
diminishing in Scotland was the result 
of cutting down the trees; and if the 
Highlands were reafforested it would not 
only give labour to the people, but would 
also provide more sport. It was always 
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the case if a step were taken in the right 
direction, an extra benefit, which was 
not calculated upon, would follow. Al- 
though what he had said might, to some 
extent, be inconsistent with the actual 
words of the Amendment which the hon. 
Gentleman moved in an extremely mode- 
rate speech, and a kindly sense of human 
feeling, he would vote for it. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) 
said he did not intend to follow the hon. 
Gentleman opposite into the realms of 
fiscal tariff, or what happened in South 
America, but he wished to make a few 
remarks on one aspect of the question 
which he had ventured to raise on several 
occasions in the House in past years. 
That was the question of reafforestation. 
He had the honour of serving on a De- 
partmental Committee on the subject ; 
and he was sure they all deplored the 
loss of the Minister who appointed that 
Committee. He was one of the most 
business-like Ministers who had ever sat 
in the House of Commons, and if he had 
lived he would have done much to pro- 
mote the object he had at heart when he 
appointed that Committee. The ques- 
tion of reafforestation was one in which 
Wales was deeply interested. One wit- 
ness before the Committee gave it as his 
opinion that Wales, in proportion to 
area,’-had more land available for 
profitable planting than any other por- 
tion of the United Kingdom. In past 
times SWales {was covered with great 
forests, which were a source of profit and 
employment, and which furnished timber 
for building ‘many of the most famous 
ships “of the Navy 109 years ago. The 
quality of the timber was considered far 
better than that produced in any other 
part of "the United Kingdom. Unfor- 
tunately, that ‘state of affairs had c2ased 
to exist. WFor years past they had been 
urging the Government to do what they 
could to provide a remedy. He believed 
the Government could do a great deal in 
the desired direction. Experiments had 
been undertaken in certain areas in Wales 
which “were to a great extent successful, 
and what they asked was that the Govern- 
ment should not wait thirty or forty 
years in order to see whether those experi- 
ments were a complete and final success, 
but ‘that they should at once undertake 
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work on a very large scale. The hon. 
Baronet opposite sail that the work 
would be unremunerative, but the differ- 
ence between the State and the individual 
was that the State could afford to wait. 
The State never died ; and had not need 
to take questions such as had been raised - 
by the hon. Gentleman opposite into con- 
sideration. The State had to look to the 
future; and when they considered the 
enormous wealth forests would be to the 
State they would realise how greatly re- 
afforestation would increase the national 
wealth. Germany one hundred years ago 
was at its very lowest point, and seemed 
to be threatened with overwhelming ruin; 
but Germany declined to sacrifice its 
forests on any account whatever. Re- 
afforestation would make the land more 
profitable ; and it would also be a source 
of employment. Moreover, it would give 
work at a period of the year when it was 
most needed, as the greater part of the 
work would be done at a time when other 
employment was scarce; and it would 
therefore help to fill up the labourers’ year 
if steps were taken in the direction indi- 
cated by his hon. friend. Moreover, it 
was healthy work; and if men could be 
kept in the country engaged in healthy 
employment it would be a very great ad- 
vantage. It was not alone the mere 
growing of trees that had to be considered, 
but the wood industries that invariably 
followed. Mr. Parry, the water engineer 


| of the Liverpool Corporation, gave inter- 


esting evidence on the subject before the 
Departmental Committee. He said that 
the catchment area of the Corporaton 
had been planted with trees ; and as it was 
a long distance from railway communica- 
tion a wood industry was set up, the 
volum: of water flowing for the reservoir 
being utilised for the generating of elec- 
tricity. In that way a profitable wood 
industry was established in the vicinity 
of the New Forest. It was in ways such 
a3 that that the forest industry could be 
made profitable. There were 26,000,000 
acres of waste land in this country, a 
great portion of which could be utilised 
for this purpose. Timber to the value of 
£30,099,000 was imported every year, and 
of that £18,099,099 was spent on conifer- 
ous timber, which could be suitably grown 
in this country. The question was a great 
problem, which the Government would 


act wisely and well in tackling in a bold 
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spirit. There were common rights in | 
many of the waste lands which were of | 
very little value, and which might be 
expropriated for the purposes of forestry, 
thereby adding not only to the profit and | 
employment in the district: and to the 
-beauty of the country, but also making it | 
easier for the commoners to rear their | 
sheep. He trusted the Government would | 
take this matter up. They had already | 
made some small tentative attempts ; 
but he hoped they would be able to deal | 
with the matter in a bold manner. 





Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said 
that as an Irish Member he desired to 
convey to the House the Irish view on 
this question. His hon. friend who had 
just spoken said that there was pro- 
portionately more land in Wales suitable | 
for reafforestation than in any other part 
of the United Kingdom. He was not. 
certain that that statement was abso- 
lutely accurate. He believed that there 
was a greater proportion of such land in | 
-Ireland. He was a Member of the 
Forestry Association of Ireland, which had 
provided much useful information on 
this subject, and Ireland was perhaps the | 
least wooded country in the world, and | 
at the same time it required more wood 
than most other countries. Owing to 
the action of the Gulf Stream, the climate 
of Ireland had been degenerating for 
fifty years. In former times the whole 
country was covered with wood ; and the , 
part which was now in the country was | 
the remains of the old forests. He re- 


membered speaking to an old man in’ 


Galway, whose father told him he could 
walk ten miles on the branches of trees 
in Connemara. The absence of trees was 
one of the reasons why the climate of 
Ireland was so wet’;“and it_ was held by 
scientific men that if the country was 


the temperature could be raised two or 
three degrees. This was a matter to 


which the Government should give con- | 


‘this country. This Amendment had his 
generating they would all have to live in | 


sideration, as if the climate went on de- 


Noah’s Arks. He was recently studying 
the report of the Department of the New 
Zealand Government charged with the 
management of the forests in that country. 
Lessons could be learned from new 
Colonies which appertained to the general 
prosperity of the United Kingdom. No 


Mr. J. H. Lewis. 
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question should be approached in a more 
serious manner than the question of re- 
afforestation. In France one province 
had been reafforested with most beneficial 
effects, not only as regarded employment 
but also with reference to the health of 
its inhabitants. 


Sm FREDERICK BANBURY asked if 
timber was not a protected industry in 


France. 


Mr. FIELD said he would not enter 


into the fiscal question, although if he did 
his views might not be very different from 


the views of the hon. Baronet. He only 
wished to point out that Ireland had a 
greater interest in the question of reafforese 
tation than England, as there was a 
greater want of employment. The 
people in Ireland were mainly agricul- 
tural; and anything that provided the 
Irish agricultural labourer with employ- 
ment ought to be seriously considered. 
One of the reasons why the rivers in Ire- 
land were dammed up was because of the 


. Tain rushing down from the hills carrying 


the alluvial soil with it; and that ren- 
dered the country less fertile. If there 
was a sufficient quantity of wood in the 
country that could not happen ; and the 
country would also produce much better 
crops. From all those points of view he 
heartily supported the Motion before the 
House. 


He might here refer to another 
matter which he desired to bring before 
the House, the cotton corner in Lanca- 
shire and Yorkshire. No more important 


| question could come before the House, 


and he was surprised that hon. Members 
representing the divisions concerned had 
not raised it. It was to his mind extra- 


ordinary that an individual body of men 
properly wooded and properly drained | 


operating between England and America 
should be allowed to shut out from em- 
ployment thousands of persons, and bring 
disaster upon the cotton operatives of 


hearty commendation, and he could not 
understand it being regarded as a vote of 
want of confidence. Surely if the King’s 
Speech omitted to mention a particular 
subject of great importance such as this 
was it was only right to call attention 
to it. There was a general consensus of 
opinion that something ought to be done 
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to provide employment for the people, 
and hon. Members on both sides of the 
House ought to be able to co-operate in 
the endeavour to see how such a state of 
things could be brought about. He sug- 
gested that the President of the Local 
Government Board should accept the 
Amendment and the nappoint a Committee 
to report as to what was the most 
feasible measure for carrying out the idea 
of the hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil. 


Simm WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Preston) 
thought the subject of the Motion was 
amatter of agreement, but when it came 
to be in the House he did not think the 
remedy of a Labour Department would 
go any great way to meet the difficulty 
of certain kinds of want of employment. 
This was really a question of how work 
was to be found to enable men to earn 
a wage, and if they considered the ques- 
tion thoroughly they would see it was 
impossible to give any Labour Depart- 
ment the machinery to deal with such a 
matter. Besides distress from general 
causes there was the distress from the 
deplorable conditions of agriculture, and 
the distress arising from such conditions 
as were now affecting Lancashire. In 
Lancashire what was wanted was a 
remedy that would operate in a far 
shorter time than any remedy to be ex- 
pected from the institution of a Labour 
Department. At the same time the 
question was a pressing one, and ought 
to be dealt with in some way or other. 


Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon)said he did not think heshould 
be doing his duty to his constituency 
if he allowed this opportunity to pass 
without calling attention to one fact in 
support of his hon. friend’s contention. 
The condition of many of his constituents 
at Bethesda illustrated the necessity for 
concentrating more power in the hands 
of a Minister, or strengthening a Depart- 
ment. The House would remember that 
on several occasions he had raised the 
question of a terrible dispute which had 
taken place in his constituency. That 
dispute was now ended, but its evil 
effects were left behind. In Bethesda 
there were now 1,237 skilled quarrymen 
-out of employment, although the strike was 
over. Over 400 of those men were men 
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who had worked in the quarry for three- 
fourths of a lifetime. They were skilled 
labourers, and not like men who did 
casual work. They were very decent 
citizens, yet they were practically at the 
mercy of one employer, and the President 
of the Board of Trade during the dispute 
had confessed himself helpless owing to 
the limitations of the Conciliation Act. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watter 
Lone, Bristol, 8.) said the debate on 
the Address, which had begun in some 
storm and stress, was concluding peace- 
fully with an interesting, if somewhat 
discursive, debate. Both proposer and 
seconder had brought this subject before 
the House in speeches of great 
moderation and also of considerable 
force. With regard to most of the con- 
ditions of life which they described there 
would be found no difference of opinion 
in any quarter of the House. They knew 
these things existed, and regretted them. 
It was only when they came to consider 
the proposed remedy that acute differ- 
ences must develop themselves, both in 
the House and outside. If the Amend- 
ment had simply stated that there was 
a condition of things which it was most 
desirable to deal with, it would have been 
one to which, if it had not been for the 
constitutional practice of the House in 
matters relating to the Address, no one 
need have offered opposition ; but it was 
impossible to accept the declaration that 
a Department of Labour would be, if not 
a complete, a very effectual partial 
remedy for the state of things complained 
of. It was impossible for the Govern- 
ment to accept such an Amendment. 
The Government did not think there 
was any necessity for such a Depart- 
ment, or any reason for thinking that if 
the existing Department were to be 
strengthened, if it required strengthening, 
it could deal with the real difficulty which 
the hon. Gentleman and his friends had 
put before the House. He did not think 
the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Merthyr had treated theDepartment quite 
fairly in this matter. The hon. Member 
knew perfectly well, and no one better, 
how hard it had striven in the past, and 
how hard it was now striving, to help 
guardians in their schemes for reclaiming 
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the destitute, against reproach for their 
justifiable caution in taking time to con- 
sider seriously one large scheme which 
would devolve expense on the whole area 
of London. It was their duty as trustees 
for the ratepayers of London generally 
to consider carefully any scheme to make 
London one area for the purposes of the 
relief of the unemployed. Only two 
practical suggestions had been made in the 
debate. One was the creation of a Labour 
Department, the other afforestation. 
He had waited with great curiosity to hear 
what would be the precise advantages of a 
Labour Department over the two existing 
Departments—the Board of Trade and 
the Local Government Board. He heard 
nothing until it was suggested that a 
Labour Minister should make certain 
inquiries with a view to the establishment 
of Imperial workmen, county workmen, 
and local workmen. Was this practicable ? 
The organisation of works which would 
have to be suspended with the revival of 
industry was not a practical suggestion, 
and would not really contribute to the 
improvement of the industrial conditions 
of the people. The same must be said of 
afforestation. It had always been the 
view of the House that where such work 
was remunerative, private enterprise 
would undertake it. It was impossible to 
believe that, were such! work undertaken, 
it would really meet the “ unemployed ” 
difficulty which confronted them to-day. 
Only a small portion of the men who com- 
plained of being out of employment would 
be suitable for it. There was no difficulty 
at present in the ugricultural districts, for 
there was plenty of work for men who 
were agricultural labourers. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: At 12s. a week. 


Mr. WALTER LONG repudiated the 
idea, so far as his constituents were con- 
Mr. Walter Long. 


{COMMONS} 
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cerned, that the agricultura] labourer’s 
income was represented by 12s. a week. 
Putting aside the worthless class so 
amusingly described in the debate, for 
whom the wisdom of establishing even a 
kind of penal colony was doubtful, he 
asked whether anybody believed that 
| either by the establishment of State 
| farm colonies or village land appropria- 
tions, or any other means suggested in the 
debate, the difficulty under consideration 
could be dealt with in any measurable 
way. There was no power under which 
Boards of Guardians could employ’ men 
| either on the land or in any other kind of 
work without making them paupers. 








*Mr. KEIR HARDIE: There is a con- 
siderable difference of opinion among 
competent authorities on the point 
whether persons employed for wages and 
having to sue for wages have to be re- 
garded as paupers. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he did not 
know how far the hon Member intended to 
go when he said there was a considerable 
difference of opinion, but in 1893 the law 
officers of the Crown gave an exhaustive 
opinion on the subject, which wound up— 

“ We think that all these Acts being intended 
for the relief of the poor, that relief in the form 
of wages would be parochial relief so as to 
disfranchise the recipient.” 

That was the opinion of the then law 
officers of the Crown—the late Lord 
Russell of Killowen and the late Lord 
Rigby—and he feared it must be accepted 
as conclusive on the point as to the;power 
of guardians to give relief which had not 
in its trail the taint of pauperism and the 
penalty of disfranchisement. He would 
remind the House that for more than fifty 
years the administration of the Poor Law 





by the guardians had been carried on upon 
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principles which were entirely consistent | change proposed was so great that he was 
with that opinion. They had done their afraid he could not carry out the suggestion 


‘pest to confine the action of the guardians | 
to the relief of destitution and distress, and | 
to prevent them working on every kind of 


enterprise. Nobody would suggest that | 


we should go back to the state of things 


which existed in the old days of Pro- | 
tection—no one would like to go back to | 


the days which preceded the Poor Law 


Amendment Act of 1834; and anything | 
which would weaken that administration | 


and turn Boards of Guardians aside from 
their proper sphere of work, which was the 
relief of destitution, would do a great deal 
more harm than good to the wage-earning 
classes of the country. As to afforesta- 
tion it would no doubt be a good thing to 
have more forests in this country, but he 
could not say if it would pay to embark on 
such a policy, neither could he see why 
the State should make so large a change in 
its policy as was suggested in the Amend- 
ment by creating a Labour Department. 
Speaking for himself, for his colleagues, 
and for the permanent officials of his de- 
partment, he might say that there existed 
among them all the strongest feeling of 
sympathy with those who suffered from 
these great difficulties in the industria] 
world, and the greatest possible desire to 
meet the local authorities more than half 
way. With that one desire at heart, they 
only differed as to the means of bringing 
itabout, and it was because he so differed 
with the hon. Gentleman as to his methods 
that he felt he must resist the Amend- 
ment. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE asked whether the 
tight hon. Gentleman intended to accede 
to the request for a united parish of 
London. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the question 
was one of immense importance, and the 


without much more consideration than he 
had yet been able to give to it. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) said 
|that the mover and seconder of the 
|Amendment might take a good deal 
of satisfaction to themselves on ac- 
;count of the tone of the discussion 
_and the spirit of the remarks of the 
| President of the Local Government 
Board. Personally he proposed to say a 
few words only on the domestic aspect of 
the proposals of the hon. Member for the 
solution of a problem the gravity of 
which the right hon. Gentleman had fully 
recognised. He had very great sympathy 
with the object which his hon. friends had 
in view in proposing the establishment of 
a Department and Ministry of Labour. 
Anybody who had been confronted with 
industrial questions in any of the public 
Departments would agree with him that 
the present administrative system was 
seriously defective, first of all in the dupli- 
cationof functions, and next in the conflict 
of jurisdiction. First of all there was the 
Home Office, which was primarily con- 
nected with the Department of Labour, in 
asmuch as it was concerned with factories, 
workshops, and mines. Then.they had the 
Board of Trade, which had to look after 
railways and shipping and some other 
branches of industry; next there was the 
Local Government Board, which had 
under its supervision the work of sanitary 
and Poor Law authorities,which branched 
out into other parts of the industrial pro- 
blem, and finally there was the Board of 
Agriculture, which dealt not only with 
agriculture but with the fisheries. All 
would agree that this was a most unbusi- 





ness-like system, and that the existing state 
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of things was uneconomical as regarded 
the expenditure of labour and unsatis- 
factory as regarded simplicity and uni- 
formity of administration, and therefore, 
in so far as the hon. Member’s proposal 


was 8 proposal in the direction of simplifi- 


cation and readjustment,he believed there 
would be no difference of opinion upon it. 
As regarded the other side of the question 
—the side which concerned the local 
authority—they had endeavoured, on the 
whole with success, to secure freedom of 
Jocal administration with a certain amount 
of indefinite and very elastic cefftral 
supervision and control. It was a very 
difficult problem and one which could only 
be solved by a good deal of give-and-take 


on both sides ; but he thought that some- | 


what more intimate relations might be 
established between the central authority 
and the local authorities. 


In the case, for instance, of factory and 
workshop administration, they had on 
the one hand, a number of central in- 
spectors appointed by the State, and on 
the other hand in respect to many ques- 
tions of sanitation, particularly in work- 
shops, they had to rely largely on local 
administration and inspection. It was 
most important that these two entirely 
different sets of local authorities should 
be brought into harmony with one an- 
other and secure co-operation of action 
both in principle and detail. A still more 
important aspect of the question was that 
of the powers of the local authorities 
themselves. He had always held the 
view that they could not be too liberal 
and elastic in giving to local authorities 
the power of experiments in matters of 
this-kind. They heard a great deal in 
these days about the supposed evils of 
municipal trading; but the remedy for 
those evils, if there were evils, and the 

Mr. Asquith. 
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504 


| deny that there were risks in the applica- 


tion of the money of the ratepayers to 
‘industrial and other experiments—lay 
in the long run with the ratepayers them- 
selves. It had always been the case in 
the past, and assuredly it would be in the 
future, that if their resources were spent 
in a wasteful and speculative manner the 
ratepayers themselves would, in the long 
run, take vengeance on the persons re- 
sponsible. [Cries of “ No.”] If they 
did not it was their own look out. But 
he was very anxious that they should give 
the widest possible latitude of experi- 
ment to the local authorities, and he 
thought that in London in particular, 
where the division between the areas of 
the various authorities was to a large ex- 
tent purely geographical and artificial, 
they ought to recognise more and more 
that they were dealing with one large area 
which had common interests—interests 
which,though one area might benefit more 
than another, were really common to the 
whole community. As regarded the 
powers of local authorities in the employ- 
ment of labour to meet special emer- 
gencies, he hoped that the Local Govern- 
ment Board would favour wherever they 
could co-operative action by those local 
authorities. A question had been put 
with reference to an application in this 
direction for Poplar, and the answer had 
been given that no decision-had been come 
to on the subject. He trusted that the 
right hon. Gentleman would give at any 
rate indulgent and fair and_broad- 
minded consideration to the representa- 
tions made to him by the local authori- 
ties in that respect. He believed that 
this debate had been of very great value 
in bringing out the essential community 


, of purpose which existed among them all 
| in relation to these matters, though they 
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might differ as to the precise terms of 


the Motion. In so far as it affirmed the 
necessity for further simplification of 
administration in industrial affairs and 
a wider latitude of powers for the local 
authorities he would give it his sympathy, 
as he believed it would have the sympathy 
of the great majority of Members of the 
House. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
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to look after commerce which involved 
the means of employment, but also the 
means of obtaining employment by the 
dissemination of information and by 
joint action on the part of the local 
authorities. Probably by a considered 
| Motion or by bringing in a Bill after the 
‘Committee already referred to had re- 
| ported, a solution might be found for 





| what was, undoubtedly, a most pressing 
| and urgent problem. 


said he only wished to point out that the | 


local authorities were greatly interested 
in arriving at some solution of this pro- 
blem. He presided some time ago at a 
meeting, in the Guildhall, of representa- 
tives of these authorities, at which there 
was a general concurrence of opinion that 
the difficulty which now arose was in a 
large measure the result of the diversity 
of local authorities and boards which had 
to deal with it. 
mover of the Amendment would be satis- 
fied with the sympathetic expressions of 
opinion of the President of the Local 
Government Board, especially as there 
was at this moment a Committee sitting 
to consider the allocation of duties be- 
tween various public Departments.. A 
Motion had already been carried in the 


House for the creation of a Ministry of | 


Commerce and Industry, and he hoped 


| *Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) asked 
| for information as to what was being done 
/ by the Committee on the co-ordination 
of work between the Board of Trade, 
the Home Office, and the Local Govern- 
ment Board, which was appointed last 
year. Was it to be reappointed, and when 
was it likely to report ? 


He hoped that the | 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERs- 
' Doveras, Kent, St. Augustine’s) said 
‘that the Committee, to which the hon, 
/Member referred, was sitting at the 
present time, and he hoped that their 
Report would be submitted before long. 


Question put, 


that one outcome of the debate would be The House divided :—Ayes, 151; 
the establishment of a Ministry,not merely | Noes, 231. (Division List No. 6). 
AYES, 





Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Austin, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 


VOL. CXXX. [FourtH 





Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 


SERIES. | R 


Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 
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Esmonde, Sir Thomas’ 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C.E.H.(Bristol, E.) 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 





M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel —:=j | 
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M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw.(Fermanagh, N.) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

0’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
P’rie, Duncan V 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbigh.) 


NOES. 


Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Lt.-Col.H. F(Middlesex 





Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden | Bowles, T. Gibson(King’sLynn 
Allsopp, Hon. George | Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Anson, Sir William Reynell | Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO | Brymer, William Ernest 
Arrol, Sir William | Bull, William James 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A(Glasgow 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. SirH | Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H.) 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy Cautley, Henry Strother 
Bailey, James (Walworth) Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Bain, Colonel James Robert | Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Baird, John George Alexander | Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Balcarres, Lord | Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Baldwin, Alfred | Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A(Worc. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) | Chapman, Edward 

Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | Charrington, Spencer 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. | Coates, Edward Feetham 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Mich. Hicks | Coddington, Sir William 
Beckett, Ernest William Cohen, Benjamin Louis 





Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. | 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James | 
Bill, Charles } 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 


Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 


Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 








for an Address). 508 


Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Dan.el Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.C. R( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas,D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay '. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T( Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS yor THE AYES—Mr. 
Keir Hardie and Mr. Crooks. 


Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar,Sir T.R(Tower Hamlets 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Fyler, John Arthur 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 
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Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. Long, Col. Charles W.(Evesham | Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Gordon, Maj. E. (T’r Hamlets) | Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) | Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Gore, Hn. 8. F.Ormsby-(Linc.) | Lonsdale, John Brownlee Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
d Goschen, Hon. George Joachim | Lowe, Francis William Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
| Goulding, Edward Alfred Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth | Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 
Graham, Henry Robert Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
rh Gray, Ernest (West Ham) Macdona, John Cumming Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Greene, Henry PD. (Shrewsbury | MacIver, David (Liverpool) Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Grenfell, William Henry Maconochie, A. W. Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Gretton, John M‘Calmont, Colonel James Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Hall, Edward Marshall M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) | Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. Manners, Lord Cecil Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East 
Hamilton, Marg.of(L’nd’nderry | Martin, Richard Biddulph Smith, James Parker(Lanarks, 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) Maxwell, W. J. H.(Dumfriessh. | Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
ats Hare, Thomas Leigh Mildmay, Francis Bingham Spear, John Ward 
Harris, Dr. Fredk. R.(Dulwich) | Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Fredk. G. | Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Haslett, Sir James Horner Molesworth, Sir Lewis Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs, 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. | Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
E.) Helder, Augustus Moon, Edward Robert Pacy Stock, James Henry 
) Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. | Morrell, George Herbert Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
2.) Hope, J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside | Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry Mount, William Arthur Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(OxfdUniv. 
Horner, Frederick William Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | Thorburn, Sir Walter 
T, Houston, Robert Paterson Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) | Thornton, Percy M. 
un) Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham) | Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | Tollemache, Henry James 
ey) Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil | Nicholson, William Graham Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
R. Hudson, George Bickersteth Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Hunt, Rowland Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley | Tuff, Charles 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N. R.) | Percy, Earl Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
th) Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. | Pierpoint, Robert Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H 
fd Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton | Platt-Higgins, Frederick Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | Plummer, Walter R. Welby, Lt.-Col.A.C. E(Taunton 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir John H | Powell, Sir Francis Sharp Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.(Denbigh) | Pretyman, Ernest George Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Mr. Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop | Purvis, Robert Wilson, John Glasgow) 
ks. Kerr, John Pym, C. Guy Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Kimber, Henry Randles, John S. Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R( Bath 
King, Sir Henry Seymour Rankin, Sir James Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Knowles, Sir Lees Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Laurie, Lieut.-General Ratcliff, R. F. Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | Reid, James (Greenock) Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monmouth) | Remnant, James Farquharson | Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | Richards, Henry Charles 
Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks., N. R.) | Ritchie,Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) | Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) TELLERS FoR THE Nogs—Sir 
™ Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) Alexander Acland - Hood 
y Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage | Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 
lets Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. | Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
sJd- Main Question again proposed. *Mr SPEAKER: I amafraid I cannot 
h C answer that question, not having counted 
*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS rose in his ‘ 
; the number of outstanding Amendments 
place, and claimed to move, “ That the . h . . 
ve Quads tireer ona” elther now or on previous occasions, 
[art - | but there are plenty of precedents for the 
. closure when a considerable number of 
urst Mr. SWIF tT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.), | Amendments have been shut out. 
(seated, and with his hat on) asked if there | : ; 
s | Question put, “That the Question be 
_ was any precedent for closuring the debat, | 2 
gas on the Address when notice had been | "0 ye. 
given of twenty-four further Amendments.| The House divided : —Ayes, 232 ; 
Ww.) Noes, 139. (Division List No. 7.) 
AYES. 
; Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden | Anson, Sir William Reynell] ~ 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Allsopp, Hon. George Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO 
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Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Baird, John George Alexander | 


Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Mich. Hicks 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Lt.-Col H F (Middlesex 


Bowles, T Gibson (King’s Lynn | 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Campbell, Rt Hn J A(Glasgow) 
Carson, Rt Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V C W (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A( Wore | 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. F. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 


Dewar, Sir T.R.(Tower Hamlets | 


Dickson, Charles Scott 


Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | 


Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rv. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 


Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon.A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fisher, William Hayes 


King’s Speech (Motion 
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_ FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 

| Fitzroy, Hn Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

| Flower, Sir Ernest 

| Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, 8S. W.) 
Fyler, John Arthur 

Galloway, William Johnson 

Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk 

Gordon, Maj. E. (T’r Hamlets 

Gore, Hn. 8. F.Ormsby-(Line 


Goschen, Hon. George Joachim | 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
| Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
) Hamilton, Margq.of (L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
| Harris, Dr. Fredk. R. (Dulwich 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffords., N W, 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson,Sir A (Stafford, W 
Hope, J F(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
| Howard, J (Midd.,Tottenham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Ceci! 
| Hudson, George Bickersteth 
| Hunt, Rowland 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N. R.) 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Kerr, John 
| Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
| Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks., N. R.) 
| Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
| Long, Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
| Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
| Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
| MacIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
) M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
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| M‘Calmont, Colone] James 


| 


M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 

Maxwell, W J H (Dumfriesshire 

Mildmay, Francis Bingham 

Milner, Rt Hon. Sir Fred’rick G 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 

Morrell, George Herbert ; 

Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 

Mount, William Arthur 

Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 

Murray,Rt.Hn. A Graham(Bute 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 

Nicholson, William Graham 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 

Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 

Percy, Earl : 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

Remnant, James Farquharson 

Richards, Henry Charles 

Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 

Roberet, Samuel (Sheffield) 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 

Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
tutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 

Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 

Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 

Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 

Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 

Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 

Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 

Stewart, Sir Mark J. M“Taggart 

Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

‘ Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf’dUniv. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuff, Charles 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 

| Vincent,Col.Sir C.E.H(Sheff’ld 

| Walrond, R.Hn.Sir William H. 

| Warde, Colonel C. E. 

| Welby, Lt.-Col, A.C. E(Taunton 
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513. King’s Speech (Motion 
Witloughby de Eresby, Lord | 
Willox, Sir John Archibald | 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H.( Yorks. | 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath | 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) | 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Austin, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth, C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

3urke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice, Capt. E.C(SAndrw’sBghs 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
wiffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 


{19 Fepruary 1904} 


Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


NOES. 
Hardie, J. K. (Merthyr Tdyvil) 


| Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick, (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham) 


| 


| 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYEs—NSir 
Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.C. R( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Woodhouse, Sir J.T( Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NogEs—Sir 
Edward Strachey and Mr. 


Rigg. 





Question put accordingly, and agreed | Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
to. leave to offer our humble thanks to Your 
Majesty for the Gracious Speech which 
Your Majesty has addressed to both 


Houses of Parliament.” 


Resolved, “‘ That an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty, as followeth :— 


‘Most Gracious Sovereign,— 

“ We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 


To be presented by Privy Councillors 
and Members of His flajesty’s House - 
hold, 
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SUPPLY. 


Resolved, That this House will, upon 
Monday next, resolve itself into a Com- 
mittee to consider of the Supply to be 
granted to His Majesty. 


Ordered, That the several Estimates 
presented to this House during the 
present session be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Supply—(Mr. Victor Cav- 
endish.) 


WAYS AND MEANS. 

Resolved, That this House will, upon 
Monday next, resolve itself into a Com- 
mittee to consider of the Ways and Means 
for raising the Supply to be granted to 
His Majesty.—(Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 


NEW BILLS. 


[COTTAGE HOMES. 


Bill to authorise the provision of 
Cottage Homes for the aged poor, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. John Hutton, 
Mr. Wharton, Mr. Brigg, Sir Ernest 
Flower, Sir Walter Foster, Mr. Goulding, 
Mr. Paulton, Mr. Joseph Pease, Mr. T. W. 
Russell, and Sir William Wilson-Todd. 


COTTAGE HOMES BILL. 


“To authorise the provision of Cottage 
Homes for the aged poor,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, 6th May, and to be 


printed. [Bill 87.] 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES’ OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNDATION. 


Bill to enable Local Authorities to 
adopt the provisions of the Poor Law 
Officers’ Superannuation Act, 1896, 
ordered to be brought in by Captain 


{COMMONS} 





the House. 


| Jessel, Mr. Hay, Mr. Bell, Mr. Galloway, 
Mr. Louis Sinclair, Sir Carne Rasch, Dr. 
Rutherfoord Harris, Mr. Atherley-Jones, 
and Mr. Bill. 
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LOCAL AUTHORITIES’ OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 

| “To enable Local Authorities to adopt 
the provisions of the Poor Law Ofiicers’ 
Superannuation Act, 1896,” presented, 

and read the first time; to be read a 
| second time upon Monday, 29th February, 

[Bill 88.] 





and to be printed. 
| SALE OF BUTTER. 

Bill to amend the Law with regard to 
the sale of butter, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes, Mr. Long, and 

| Mr. Solicitor-General for Ireland. 


SALE OF BUTTER BILL. 
“* To amend the Law with regard to the 
‘sale of Butter,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
| Monday and to be printed. 
| [Bill 89.] 


next, 


DOGS. 
Bill to consolidate and amend the 
enactments relating to injury to live 
_ stock by Dogs, and otherwise to amend the 
Law relating to Dogs, ordered to be 
| brought in by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes, Mr. 
| Long, and Mr. Solicitor-General. 


| 


DOGS BILL. 
| ** To consolidate and amend the enact- 
| ments relating to injury to live stock by 
Dogs, and otherwise to amend the Law 
| relating to Dogs,” presented, and read 
| the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 


[Bill 90.] 


Adjourned at ten minutes before 
Six o’clock till Monday next. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Ore 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have been complied with. Preston and | 
Lytham Tramways and Tramroad. The | 
same was ordered to lie on Table. | 


New Zealand Loan and Mercantile | 
Agency Company Bill [u.u.]. The Lord | 
Balfour informed the House that the | 
opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. | 


Gosport Water Bill [u.1.]. Read 2%, | 
and committed. The Committee to be | 


proposed by the Committee of Selection. | 
New River Company Bill [H.u.]. Read | 


2*, and committed. 


Manchester Ship Canal (Finance) Bill 
{u.t.]; Isle of Thanet Light Railways | 
Bill [u.u.]; Derbyshire and Nottingham- | 
shire Electric Power Bill [H.L.]. Read 2°, | 
and committed. The Committees to be | 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. | 








Leicestershireand Warwickshire Electric | . 


Power Bill [u..]; Liverpool and London 
and Globe Insurance Company Bill 
{H.L.]; London, Chatham, and Dover | 
Railway Rill [u.u.]. Read 2%, and com- | 
mitted. 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill | 
[H.L.]; Metropolitan Railway Bill [#.1.]. | 


mittees to be proposed by the Committee | 
of Selection. | 


West Metropolitan Railway (Abandon- 
ment) Bill [H..]; Elysée Palace Hotel 
Company Bill [H.u.]. Read 2*, and com- 
mitted. 

Preston, Chorley, and Horwich Tram- | 
ways Bill [u.u.]. Read 2°, and com- | 
mitted. The Committee to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection. 


Govan Burgh Electricity, Bill [H.t.]. 
Read 2°, and committed. 

Manchester Ship Canal Bill [H.1.]; 
Southport and Lytham Tramroad (Ex- 
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and committed. The Committes to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 

New Zealand Loan and Mercantile 
Agency Company Bill [H.u.]. Read 2*, 
and committed. 

Belfast and North-East Ireland Elec- 
tricity and Power Gas Bill [a.u.]. Read 
2* (according to order), and committed. 
The Committee to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection. 

West Metropolitan Railway (Extension 
of Time) Bill [#.1.]. The Lord Balfour 
informed the House that the Promoters 
do not intend to proceed further with the 
Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be not 
further proceeded with. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


COMMERCIAL, No. 2 (1904). 

Reports by His Majesty’s Representa- 
tives Abroad on bounties other than 
those on shipping and navigation paid 
by the State in the countries in which 
they reside (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, Commercial, No. 7. 
(1895), [Cd. 7897]. 


COMMERCIAL TRAVELLERS. 


Memorandum summarizing the regula- 
tions in force in Foreign Countries with 
regard to British commercial travellers. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT. 
Annual statistical report by the Uni- 


to 


~ Read 2%, and committed. The Com-| versity Court of the University of 


Aberdeen to the Secretary for Scotland, 
under the provisions of Section 30 of the 
Universities (Scotlund) Act, for the year 
1902-1903. Laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 





THE IRISH LAND ACT. 

Lorp MUSKERRY, who had given 
notice to move to resolve ‘That the 
failure of the Land Act, 1903, to settle 
the land question, to promote goodwill 
between landlord and tenant, or even to 
check emigration, is due to the facts that 
the only classes it proposes to benefit are 


Ss 
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the substantial farmers already amply | 
benefited by previous legislation, and | 
that practically nothing has been done 
for the small tenants and cottiers, while 
at the same time the employment of 
labour has been, and will be still more, 
seriously affected by the displacement 
and exile of a residential proprietary 
and of the employing classes dependent 
on them; and therefore it is ‘advisable 
to suspend the working of the said Act, 
as well as the further action of the Land 
Commission dealing with the fixing of 
rents, until such time as a proper in- 
quiry can be made into the effect of such 
legislation on the poorer classes in Ire- 
land,” said: I donot think, my Lords, that 
the Leader of the Government in this 
House will deny that already the Irish 
Land Act has failed, for, if I mistake not, 
the noble Marquess has been obliged to 
notify his tenantry that there can be no 
talk of selling his estates on the ridiculous 
terms which their agrarian agitators are 
instructed to offer. The cuse of the 
noble Marquess is no isolated one; the 
same story comes from all parts of Ireland. 
Although the tenantry are ready to give | 
from thirty-five to fifty years’ purchase 
to any other than a landlord, they are 
instructed to offer their landlords terms 
so absurd as not even to disguise the 
intention of open confiscation and 
robbery. The reason of this general 
conspiracy is notorious; it is the realisa- 
tion of a vast combination, directed by 
the Clerico-Jacobin leaders against the 
gentry, mainly because they are generally 
Protestant, and partly because, notwith- 
standing the confiscatory 
Tarliament, they still continue astonish- 
ingly loyal. 

Your Lordships will permit me to 


produce a specimen which will illustrate | 


tle organisation and the campaign that 
are directed against the gentry of Ireland. 
When your Lordships were induced to 
pass that Land Act, which was intended 


{LORDS} 


action of. 


to result in separating the Irish landlords | 


from their estates for ever—estates which 
it may not be irrelevant to remark were 
as lawfully acquired as any in Great 
Britain—it cannot have occurred to your 
Lordships that your legislation would 
be made the occasion for such proceed- 
ings as this. The pastoral letter which 
I am about to read from the Roman 
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supposed to imply any exceptional 
animosity towards the Irish gentry on 
the part of this Prelate. On the contrary, 
I feel assured that the most reverend 
Bishop is a_ perfectly fair average 
of his brethren, with one or two 
exceptions. Writing on the 16th of 
September last year, the Roman Catholic 
Prelate of Kildare reminded his flock 
that the new Land Act would come into 
operation on November Ist, and proceeded 
to recommend his faithful people— 

‘To lose no time about ascertaining from 
the various landlords of the country whether 
they are willing to sell their properties to the 
tenants, and, if so, upon what terms.” 

Your Lordships will admit that so far 
already this is a sufficiently surprising 
illustration of what the episcopal office 
may signify in Ireland. What business 
a bishop of any denomination has to poke 
his nose into the private affairs of the 
landlords and farmers of any country I 
am at a loss to understand. The bishop 
proceeds to ordain the following extra- 
ordinary measures for organising hostile 
pressure against the unfortunate land- 
owners within the area of his apostolic 
exertions— 

“*T would suggest,” 
wrote the right rev. Prelate, 


“that after last mass, on next or the following 
Sunday, meetings of the tenants of the various 
estates should be held and representatives 
appointed for the purpose of communicating 
with the several landlords. It would be 
advisable that these representatives should as 
far as possible be selected from the¢enantry of 
the estates in question. As soon as an answer 
to the questions is received from the landlord, 
second meetings of the tenantry should be heli 
at which the tenants might be able to agree 
upon the amount which they wou!d be prepared 
to offer for their holdings. The representatives 
should receive instructions to convene a thir« 
meeting as soon as they had carried proceedings 
to the furthest point which they might find 
possible. Every precaution should be taken 
with a view to making the best bargain 
possible. J have no donbt that the clergy will 
be found willing to do everything in their 
power to facilitate the holding of the pre- 
liminary meeting, and to assist their people to 
secure their farms on such terms as shall enable 
them to Jook to the future with some degree of 
hope if not with absolute confidence.” 


Such, my Lords, in the moderate and 


guarded language of one of the ecclesias- 


Catholic Bishop of Kildare must not be | 


Lord Muskerry. 


tical generals of the campaign, is an 
outline of the instructions dissem nated 
throughout Ireland for the organisation 
of ultimatums to the proprietors, and for 
substituting intimidation by organised 
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masses for the regular agreement between 


a landlord and his tenants. Nor does 
the Bishop forget the part which the 
clerical Press has to play in the work of 
expropriation. He says— 

“ The Press too, I know will also lend its aid 


by publishing from week to week the answers 
received from the various landlords.” 


How may your Lordships like the 


prospect to which Imperial legislation 


condemns the Irish landlord? The 
Roman. Catholic bishops as organisers 
general of the campaign; the order of 
battle to be read out at mass and from 
the altar steps to the obedient people; 
the priests directing the masses of the 
tenantry; the newspapers publishing 
appropriate comments on the conduct of 
such landlords as decline to yield to the 
episcopal ultimatum. Is this really how 
your Lordships’ House intended to settle 
the Irish land question ? 


For over a third of a century, whenever 
the occupants of the Treasury Bench in 
this country found themselves in want 
of Parliamentary support, they flung a 
slice of the Irish landlords’ property 
to the greedy populace whose votes they 
thought to buy. Indeed, the fiction of 
amending Acts and Land Commissions 
might have beendropped with advantage 
and economy, and the simple provision 
might have been enacted once for all, 
that every fifteen years or so an addi- 
tional 20 per cent. of the remaining 
estates of the landlords should be con- 
fiscated for the benefit of the persons 
who had already benefited by the 
previous spoliations. The taxpayers 
would have been saved the costly farce 
of the Land Courts with their tribes of 
salaried officials, while the robbery of 
the landlord would have been not less 
open and quite as expeditious. 


The last Land Act is already a failure. 
A mere handful of estates, forced by 
necessity, have come under its proposals. 
One great estate, which used to support 
the highest dignity in the Irish Peerage, 
has been sacrificed for ready money by 
the guardians of a minor, with little 
respect for the future of a title divorced 
from property and residence. But all 
these cases form a miserable fraction in 
comparison with the general failure of 
the Act. Though the country has been 


divided into districts under clerical and | 
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episcopal brigadiers, though the tenantry 
have been marched under their reverend 
colonels and to the military music of 
pastoral letters, to bombard their land- 
with ultimatums of robbery, 
strange to say the Act has not worked; 
and, still more strange, peace and good- 
will have not been promoted between 
landlord and tenant. 


be 


But, my Lords, there are consequences 
of the recent Act still more grievous 
than the perpetuation and envenoming 
of evil relations between cultivators and 
proprietors. The whole land, my Lords, 
has been struck with a paralysis and 
wasting disease. Even emigration, 
which it was hoped would decrease, still 
continues. Every month since the pass- 
ing of the Land Act there are numbers 
flying from the Irish shores. Even 
Roman Catholic Bishops, such as Dr. 
Sheehan of Waterford, have lamented 
that— 

“ Hope itself has failed to induce the people 
to stay in their own land,” 
and test the promised panacea of the 
new legislation. The coming of the new 
{und Act was at once the signal for the 
going of tens of thousands of the agri- 
cultural community to the United States, 
to New Zealand, anywhere out of the 
reach of the agrarian activity of the 
present Government legislation. By the 
same blow the landowners have been 
disheartened by the menace of final 
ruin, while the cultivating and labouring 
classes are flying from the prospect of a 
new race of small landholders without 
either the will or the capacity to give 
employment to industry. 


This, my Lords, is the really serious 
feature of the Land Act’s failure, that 
all its promises, deceptive though they 
be, have been for that class of well-to-do 
farmers, already demoralised by con- 
fiscatory legislation and deliberate de- 
terioration of land with a view to 
continual reduction of rents by the Land 
Courts, and nothing has been even 
promised to the vast majority of the 
population of Ireland. Not only to the 
town trades and industries, not only to 
the small tillers and agricultural labourers 
generally, but especially in the con- 
gested districts, the new Land Act has 
been the merest mockery of the distress 
of the population. It seems to have 

S 2 
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been the sole object of the authors 
of the lest Land Act, like its 
predecessors, to tickle the cupidity of 
the well-to-do farmers from whose ranks 
Maynooth is recruited; and provided 
that Maynooth and its partisans were 
encouraged, all the rest of the country, 
gentry and artisans, civilisation and 
labour, might go to1uin. The Land Act 
has improved no congested district; it 
has prevented no small farmer, no 
agricultural labourer, from realising his 
little property and flying beyond the 
Atlantic. 

The operation of the Land Act must 
inevitably diminish the demand for 
labour, must diminish the demand for 
the products of trade and industry, must 
diminish every kind of employment 
which is given in a country by the higher 
classes of the community. As you place 
Ireland in the hands of men of low cul- 
ture, of uncultivated tastes, with little 
desire for improvement, with no call 
upon their exertions but the demand for 
fresh extensions of ecclesiastical edifices 
and endowments, youstrip all the higher 
classes of town trades, as well as the 
mass of agricultural labourers, of the 
whole of those employers and customers, 
who, belonging to the gentry and the 
learned professions connected with the 
gentry, have been condemned to impover- 
ishment and banishment by such legisla- 
tion as is. embodied in the recent Land 
Act. My Lords, you cannot have the 
two things together; you cannot have a 
country deprived, by your legislation, of 
all the classes who in all countries are 
the chief employers of labour, and the 
chief patrons of culture and taste, and at 
the same time have a country abounding 
in all things which your legislation has 
deliberately destroyed. If you shut up 
the castles, mansions, and country houses, 
and the residences of all those profes- 
sions and callings which go with a 
resident nobility and gentry, you. must 
deprive that country and community of 
the classes, the industries, the occupa- 
tions, and the employments which are 
fostered by the higher classes of society. 
I may be told that in a generation, or 
three generations, the descendants of the 
rough and violent farmers of the Land 
League will develop tastes for refinement 
and culture which will cause the revival 
of all the artistic trades and all the 


Lord Muskerry. 
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My Lords, I 


higher 
doubt it. 

The tendency of ignorance is to beget 
ignorance, and the incentives to progress 
come from above and not from below. 
But even granting that towards the 
middle of the century we may hope to 
see a peasantry with the manners and 
requirements of men of culture and 
taste, what is to become of all Ireland 
in the meanwhile? It is true that the 
Maynooth party, which is not without 
admirers in the existing Government, 
proposes to improve the situation by 
jealously educating the different creeds 
in separate and hostile academies, and 
by the practice of estrangement, and 
the inculcation of sectarianism, to pro- 
mote a millennium of patriotism and 
Christianity. My Lords, I think that 
such an educational policy would be as 
great a success as the Land Act. The 
Land Act, like all its predecessors, has 
been that worst of failures—it has done 
evil and promoted dishonesty with no 
resulting advantage even to the classes 
in whose name its misdeeds were com- 
mitted. The farmers are more demora- 
lised and discontented than ever. One 
of their more moderate leaders, Mr. 
T. W. Russell, M.P., avows that nothing 
short of compulsory confiscation will 
now meet the appetites of his clients. 
A more numerous class of the community, 
the notorious Catholic Association, have 
been encouraged to proceed from the 
ruin of the landlord to the boycotting 
of all traders and professional men of a 
different religious denomination. This, 
my Lords, is the nemesis of public dis- 
honesty, of robbery inculcated by Act 
of Parliament. In proportion as such 
legislation extends its hold upon the 
public fancy and debilitates the public 
conscience, its teaching and inspiration 
tend to contaminate all the springs of 
public life, and every class of the com- 
munity becomes involved in the pestilence 
that you let loose upon the gentry and 
the landlords, thinking the gentry and 
the landlords would be the victims 
alone. 


professions. 


Moved to resolve, “That the failure 
of the Land Act, 1903, to settle the land 
question, to promote goodwill between 
landlord and tenant, or even to check 
emigration, is due to the facts that the 
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only classes it proposes to benefit are 
the substantial farmers already amply 
benefited by previous legislation, and 
that practically nothing has been done 
for the small tenants and cottiers, while 
at the same time the employment of 
labour has been, and will be still more, 
seriously. affected by the displacement 
and exile of a residential proprietary 
and of the employing classes dependent 
on them; and therefore it is advisable 
to suspend the working of the said Act, 
as well as the further action of the 
Land Commission dealing with the fixing 
of rents, until such time as a proper 
inquiry can be made into the effect of 
such legislation on the poorer classes in 
Ireland.”—(Lord Muskerry.) 


Tae Douxe or ABERCORN: My Lords, 
I have listened with great attention to 
the speech of the noble Lord, and I 
regret very much that he should have 
thought it necessary to bring on this 
Motion at the present time. He is not 
supported by the Irish Peers in this 
House, nor will he meet with the ap- 
proval of any class in Ireland who take 
an interest in the extension of land pur- 
chase. I believe the noble Lord’s Motion 
to be premature and immature—prema- 
ture from the fact that he has not 
allowed the Land Act sufficient time in 
which to judge of its working; and 
immature because he has not proved his 
case that the Act is a failure. The 
noble Lord began by saying that the Act 
was a total failure, and he quoted the 
case of the tenantry of the noble 
Marquess the Leader of the House, and 
the fact that they could not agree as to 
termsof purchase. There is no reason to 
think, because the terms of purchase can- 
not be at once agreed upon between the 
landlord and tenant, that the Act which 
was passed to effect such purchase is a 
failure. We must give it time to work. 
When sufficient time has been given, I 
think that without doubt it will be 
clearly proved that the Act is not s 
failure. It is within your Lordships’ 
recollection that the Land Bill of last 
year occupied the attention of both 
Houses of Parliament for a considerable 
period. !It became an Act at the end of 
the session, and came into operation in 
the beginning of November; it has there- 
fore barely been working for four 
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months. Yet the noble Lord stands up 
in his place and says, without any proof, 
and really without any authority, that 
the Act is a total failure. The noble 
Lord is a gallant sportsman and wants to 
drive his coach and four through that 
Act; but I am afraid that his horses are 
not well-trained at the present time, and 
that he must wait a considerable period 
before he will be able to attain his 
object. I have risen merely to say that 
I think it is a pity the noble Lord has 
brought forward this question at the 
present moment. He began his speech 
with a tirade against the hierarchy 
of the Roman Catholic Church in 
Ireland. Those gentlemen are well 
able to take care of themselves. At the 
same time I would suggest to the noble 
Lord that he should postpone his Motion 
for a period of three or five years so as 
to give the Act sufficient time to work, 
and then if he is able to come befo-e 
your Lordships and prove the statements 
which he has submitted to-night, no 
doubt he will get a patient hearing from 
everyone. ae 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR or 
IRELAND (Lord AsHBourNE) : My 
Lords, after the observations of the noble 
Duke but little remains for me to say. 
The noble Lord who has introduced this 
Motion has rested it upon doleful pro- 
phecies and utterly unsupported state- 
ments. I believe, so far as I know, that 
he stands alone in your Lordships’ House 
in presenting those views. There are 
very many noble Lords connected with 
Ireland, either as representative Peers or 
connected by family or property, who 
take a keen interest in everything that 
affects Ireland, and in the legislation 
relating to it, and I should be very much 
strprised if any of those noble Lords were 
found to range themselves by the side of 
the noble Lord who moved this Motionand | 
say one word in support of the speech 
which he has made. The noble Lord 
really has not moved his Motion. For 
proof of that your Lordships have only 
to glance at the Paper which contains 
the terms of the extraordinary Motion 
that he has put before the House. I 
doubt if my noble friend can have 
realised the extent or the scope of what 
he was presenting, or that he at all 
realised the remedy that he suggests; he 
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certainly has not said a syllable about 
that remedy in his speech. He said 
something about differences of opinion 
that have arisen in the ascertainment of 
the price of an estate and the value of 


farmsand properties, but I would point out | 


that the first offers and first refusals often 
have to be reconsidered again and again. 
I absolutely decline to be drawn into a 
discussion on the administration of the 
Act, which must be left to those who are 
entrusted by Parliament with the great 
responsiblity of seeing what is just and 
right in that behalf. It would, I 
venture to think, be entirely unbecom- 
ing for your Lordships to allow your- 
selves to be drawn into a discussion as 
to the way in which an Act, which has 
only just been passed, is approached vy 
the different parties, who are deeply in- 
terested in the manner in which it is to 
be carried out. 


My noble friend repeated two words 
seven or eight times—one was the word 
“culture,” and the other was the word 
“failure.” He seemed to derive comfort 
from the repetition of the word “ failure,” 
and sometimes he said “the admitted 
failure.” Who admits it? Anyone in 
his senses will deny it. The Act has 
only been working some three months, 
and we know from debates elsewhere, 
and from figures that have been pub- 
lished, that its operation has been sound 
and beneficent. Already something like 
£1,500,000 worth of land has been sold, 
and surely that is very satisfactory in 
the short time that the Act has been in 
operation. Again, over 3,000 holdings 
have been purchased by the occupying 
tenants. The work is still going on 
well, every attention is paid to the 
administration of the Act, and there is 
every expectation that its operation will 
grow and extend. Is it not unreason- 
able, in the case of such a_ great 
Act as this, to come forward in such 
a short:period and expect that you will 
be able to be in a position to pass any 
judgment upon it? There is nothing to 
prevent small tenants availing themselves 
of the provisions in the Act. There was 
a considerable struggle when the Act 
was passing througis the other House, 
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was no struggle the other way, because 
there was nothing in the Act to prevent 
the smaller tenants availing themselves 
of it. 


What remedy has the noble Lord 
| suggested ? I believe in the power of an 
| Executive Government and of a Sovereign 
|as much as anyone, but his remedy is 
| that we should wave a magician’s wand 
and arrest the working of the Land Act. 
Did your Lordships ever hear anything 
like it. How is the Government to sus- 
pend an Act of Parliament that is 
working, and whose operations are being 
carried on daily by a staff appointed and 
selected for that purpose ? Such a thing 
as that is not within the region of argu- 
ment or discussion. My noble friend 
goes on to say that bya similar exer- 
cise of impossible power we are to 
stay all the fair-rent inquiries in Ireland. 
Well, my Lords, anyone who knows any- 
thing of Irish land administration knows 
that it dates back to Mr. Gladstone’s Bill 
of 1881. That is now the law of the 
land, and it has been dealt with by 
amendment in repeated legislation since ; 
and the idea that it is within the scope 
or power of any Executive Government, 
without coming to Parliament, to suspend 
the working, not only of the last great 
Act, but of the entire Land Code in 
Ireland, is not a matter which is within 
the range of practical discussion. | 
venture to hope that my noble friend, if 
he is not satisfied entirely with what has 
been said, will see that his Motion is, at 
all events, a little out of place at the 
present time. 


Lorp MUSKERRY: In reply to the 
noble and learned Lord I may say that I 
am not at all satisfied, for the principal 
points mentioned in my Motion and in 
my speech have not been alluded to. | 
refer to the question of the unfortunate 
agricultural labourers of Ireland and also 
that of the town trade, neither of which 
questions has been dealt with. As, how- 
ever, I am not going to meet with any 
support in your Lordships’ House I can 
only ask permission to withdraw te 
Motion. 


and also here; to ensure that the larger | 


tenants were not excluded. That was a 
great and legitimate struggle, but there 


Lord Ashbourne. 


| Motion, by leave of the House, wit. 
| drawn. 
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COMMITTEE OF SELECTION 


STANDING COMMITTEE. 


Report from, That the Committee have 
nominated the following Lords to serve 


on the Standing Committee :— 


L.Archbp. of Canter- V. Knutsford 


bury. 


E. Halsbury. (L. 


Chancellor.) 


V. Llandaff 
V. Goschen 
V. Ridley 


L. Archbp. of York.V. Churchill 


E. Vane. 


(M. Lon- L. Bp. London 


donderry.) L.Pre-L. Bp. Hereford 


sident.) 


M. Salisbury. (LZ. 


Privy Seal.) 
D. Bedford. 
D. Devonshire. 


D. Northumberland. 


M. Lansdowne. 
M. Bath. 


E. Clarendon. (L. 


Chamberlain.) 
. Derby. 
Denbigh. 
. Stamford. 
. Chesterfield. 
. Jersey. 
. Lauderdale. 
. Carnwath. 
Stanhope. 
. Waldegrave. 
. Portsmouth. 
. Hardwicke 
Spencer. 
Malmesbury 
. Westmeath 
Belmore 
. Onslow 
Grey 
Morley 
Cawdor 
Camperdown 
. Lichfield 
Yarborough 
. Dartrey 
. Northbrook 
Lytton 
Selborne 
. Ancaster 
Crewe 
. Falkland 
. Gordon 

(E. Aberdeen) 
V. Hutchinson 

(£. Donoughmore) 
V. Hampden 
V. Cross 


SS PRESSES PP PP SPP PPP ee ee 


L. Bp. Rochester 
L. Zouche of 
Haryngworth 
L. Windsor 
L. Clifford, of 
Chudleigh 
L. Barnard 
-L. Saltoun 
L. Balfour 
L. Boyle 
(E. Cork and Orrery) 
L. Kenyon 
L.Stewart of Garlies 
(£. Galloway) 
. Ribblesdale 
. Harris 
. Rosebery 
(£ Rosebery) 
. Kilmarnock 
(EZ. Errol) 
Poltimore 
. Denman 
. Kintore 
(E. Kinicre) 
. Leigh 
. Elgin 
(E. Elgin and 
Kincardine) 
L. Belper 
. Brougham and 
Vaux 
. Kinnaird 
. Lawrence 
. Wolverton 
. Sandhurst 
Aberdare 
Norton 
Reay 
. Tweedmouth 
. Northbourne 
Herries 
. Monkswell 
. Ashbourne 
. Thring 
. Macnaghten 
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L. Ashcombe L. Heneage 
L. Hawkesbury L. Ludlow 

L. Stanmore L. Glanusk 
L. Davey: L. Avebury 
L. Burghclere L. Alverstone 
L. James L. Allerton 


Read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Adjourned at ten minutes past 
Five o'clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 22nd February, 1904. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


'NOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 


- 62 COMPLIED WI'H). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 62 has been complied with, 
viz.:—Midland Railway Bill, Watford 
and District Tramways (Extension of 
Time) Bill. Ordered, That the Bills be 


read a second time. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps]. 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in re- 
spect of the Bills comprised in the List 
reported by the Chairman of Ways and 
Means as intended to originate in the 
House of Lords, he has certified that the 
Standing Orders have been complied with 
in the following case, viz. :—Preston 
and Lytham Tramways and Tramroad. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING (LONDON) BILL 
(STANDING URDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, pursuant to 
the Order of the House of the 18th day 
of this instant February, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
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been complied with, viz. :—Electric Light- 
ing (London) Bill. 

Brixham Gas Bill; Great Northern 
Railway Bill; London, Camberwell, and 
Dulwich Tramways Bill; Mullingar, 
Kells, and Drogheda Railway Bill; North- 
Western Electricity and Power Gas 
Bill; Ryde Gas Bill; Southend-on-Sea 
Gas Bill. Read a second time, and 
committed. 


Kilmarnock Corporation Order Con- 
firmation Bill. Read the third time, and 





Clyde Navigation (Shieldhall Dock) 
Bill. “To authorise the trustees of the 
Clyde Navigation to construct a dock at 
Shieldhall, and other works; to borrow 
additional money; and for other pur- 
poses,” presented, and read the first 
time ; i: read a second time. 

Clyde Navigation (Works) Bill. ‘To 
authorise the trustees of the Clyde Navi- 
gation to construct quays, wharves, and 
basins at Yorkhill and Merklands, and 
river walls, tramways, and other works; 
to make further provision with respect 
to the storage of goods, tolls, and rates, 
and the borrowing of additional money ; 
and for other purposes,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time. 


POLICE AND SANITARY COMMITTEE. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Committee of Selection do 
nominate a Committee, not exceeding 
Eleven Members, to be called the Police 
and Sanitary Committee, to whom shall 
be committed all Private Bills promoted 
by municipal and other local authorities 
by which it is proposed to create powers 
relating to Police or Sanitary Regulations 
in conflict with, deviation from, or 
excess of the provisions of the general 
Law. 

“That Standing Orders 150 and 173a 
apply to all such Bills. 

‘That the Committee have power to 
send for persons, papers, and records. 

“That Four be the quorum of the 
Committee. 

“That if the Committee shall report to 
the Committee of Selection that any 
Clauses of any Bill referred to them 
(other than Clauses containing police and 
sanitary regulations) are such, as having 
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regard to the terms of reference it is not 
in their opinion necessary or advisable 
for them to deal with, the Committee of 
Selection shall thereupon refer the Bill 
to a Select Committee, who shall consider 
those Clauses and so much of the 
Preamble of the Bill as relates thereto, 
and shall determine the expenditure (if 
any) to be authorised in respect of the 
parts of the Bill referred to them. That 
the Committee shall deal with the re- 
maining Clauses of such Bill, and so 
much of the Preamble as relates thereto, 
and shall determine the period and mode 
of repayment of any money authorised 
by the Select Committee to be borrowed 
and shall report the whole Bill to the 
House, stating in their Report what parts 
of the Bill have been considered by each 
Committee. 

“That the Committee Lave power, if 
they so determine, to sit as two Com- 
mittees, and in that event to apportion the 
Bills referred to the Committee between 
the two Committees, each of which shall 
have the full powers of, and be subject to 
the instructions which apply to, the un- 
divided Committee, and that Three be the 
quorum of each of the two Committees.” 
—(Mr. Cochrane.) 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) said that a year previously 
when a similar Motion was on the Paper he 
put down an Amendment which by ac- 
cident was not discussed, and he had not 
done so this year because everyone knew 
that the present was a moribund Parliam- 
ment, and probably it was the last time the 
Committee would be set up by this 
Parliament. If hon. Members referred 
to the records they would find that there 
used to be considerable discussion as to 
the policy of setting up of this Com- 
mitteee, and the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Wolverhampton and 
other Members expressed strong opinions 
in regard t> it. That arose no doubt 
from an unfortunate state of things which 
then existed, under which the Committee 
gave every little local authority all the 
powers they asked for in excess of and 
distinct from general powers. Hon. 
Members would remember how the 
boroughs of Torquay and Eastbourne 
obtained powers which they put to such 
use as to make it necessary for the House 
to step in and deprive them of such 
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powers. Since then a change had 
taken place in the policy ofjthe Com- 
mittee, which now required very strict 
proof as to the necessity for powers asked 
for. That principle had been pretty well 
established, so that it was not necessary 
to again raise the point. But there was 
one question he would like to touch upon, 
and that was as to the present exemp- 
tion of members of this Committee from 
the necessity of referring to the declara- 
tion provided in Standing Order 117 as 
to the absence of personal interest or 
interest on the part of their constituencies 
in the matters with which the Com- 
mittee had to deal. He was not making 
the observation in the slightest degree in 
a personal sense, but he could not see 
why the members of this Committee 
should not be subject to the conditions 
which attached to membership of other 
Committees, and he certainly should as 
at present advised raise the matter in the 
next Parliament. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order! order! It 
is a quarter past Two. The debate 
stands adjourned until to-morrow. 


And, it being a quarter past Two of 
the clock, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 





PETITIONS. 


LICENCE HOLDERS. 


Petition for redress of grievances: 
Whitby; and Bollington and Butley ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LICENCES (RENEWAL). 


Petitions against alteration of Law: 
from Bradford; Northumberland; Man- 
chester; Kirkcaldy (two); Rochdale; 
Liskeard (two); Billshill; Port Mul- 
grave; Market Drayton; Melbury; 
Castleton; Leigh; Bannockburn; Sand- 
gate; Chester; Bedford; Ilford; Houns- 
low; Ratcliffe; Ongar; Waterford; 
Bromley by Bow; Liverpool; Finedon 
two); Kincardine; Berwick; North 
Salford; Penmoch; Llwynfriod; Swel- 
son; Llwynygroes; Longsight; Weston- 
puper-Mare ; Salford ; Newcastle-on- 
lyne; North Hants; Handsworth; 
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Smethwick; St. Mellons; and New- 
bridge ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PARLIAMENTARY CONSTITUENCIES 
(ELECTORS, ETC.) (UNITED KINGDOM). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 3rd February; Sir Charles 
Dilke]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 69.] 


UNIVERSITY OF ABERDEEN. 


Copy presented, of Annual Statistical 
Report by the University Court of 
the University of Aberdeen for 1902-3 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 70.] 


FOREIGN BOUNTIES (COMMERCIAL, No. 
2, 1904). 

Copy presented, of Reports by His 
Majesty’s Representatives Abroad on 
Bounties other than those on Shipping 
and Navigation paid by the State in the 
countries in which they reside [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 





QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIR- 
CULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Poisoning Fatalities at Portsmouth 
Lunatic Asylum. 

Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn) : 
To ask the President of the Local Gov- 
ernment Board whether his attention 
has been directed to the recent deaths, 
by poisoning, of four inmates of the 
Portsmouth Lunatic Asylum, and to the 
evidence given at the inquiry by the 
coroner, disclosing want of care in the 
dispensing arrangements in that public 
institution ; and whether, in view of the 
danger to life involved in leaving the 
important duty of compounding medi- 
cines to unqualified persons, steps will 
be taken by the Department to ensure 
that every dispensary under the control 
of a local authority shall be in the charge 
of a person holding the qualification 
under the Pharmacy Acts. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Alkers- 
Douglas.) The inquest in this case is 
not yet concluded; but my hon. friend 
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may be assured that the point to which 
he draws attention will be carefully con- 
sidered. 


Water Supply to Schools in Crofting 
Counties. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : To 
ask the Secretary fer Scotland if he will 
state how many public schools in each of 
the crofting counties have, no water 
supply laid on to the premises. 


(Answered by Mr. A: Graham Murray ) 
My only information in regard to the sub- 
ject of the hon. Member’s Question is based 
upon the observations made by the 
inspectors of the Education Department 
in the course of their visits to schools. 
The matter, however, is primarily one for 
the sanitary authority, and no exact 
statistics can be compiled from the in- 
spectors’ reports. Many of the schools 
in these districts appear not to have a 
supply of water laid on by pipes; but it 
does not follow that other methods of 
supply more suitable to the local circum- 
stances may not be satisfactory. Wher- 
ever they have reason to think that it is 
deficient, the inspectors call attention to 
the fact and urge improvement. 


Infectious Diseases in Crofting Counties— 
Closing of Schools. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary for 
Scotland if he will state how many 
public schools have been closed in each 
of the crofting counties during the past 
year on account of an outbreak of infec- 
tious disease, the name of each such 
school, the period during which it was 
closed, and the nature of the disease. 


(Answered by Mr, A. Graham Murray.) 1 
am sending the hon. Member a list giving 
the information asked for in his Question. 
The list is too voluminous to form part 
of a printed answer to a Question. 


New Inclosure in Hyde Park. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
To ask the hon. Member for Chorley, as 
representing the First Commissioner of 
Works, if he will state by whose authority 
a new inclosure has been formed in the 
centre of Hyde Park, on the north side 
of the Serpentine; to what purposes will 
it be devoted ; what is the extent of the 
piece of ground taken from the use of the 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 536 


public ; ‘and whether the inclosure is to 
be of a temporary or of a permanent 


_ character. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) The 
new inclosure in Hyde Park, to which 
my hon. friend refers, is being formed by 
the Office of Works, and will contain 
plant-houses and forcing-frames for the 
plants required for the service of the 
Royal parks, in place of those now in 
use, which stand in Kensington Gardens 
and spoil the architectural effect of the 
Palace and of Wren’s Orangery. Some 
of the existing houses are in bad condi- 
tion, and it is essential that they should 
be renewed. There has always been a 
service-yard in Hyde Park, and the same 
spot was considered to be a far more 
suitable and central position for plant- 
houses for the parks. I+ is therefore 
determined to remove the plant and 
frame ground altogether to Hyde Park 
by an enlargement of the existing service- 
yard. The work is specially provided for 
in the Vote for Royal Parks, the first 
instalment of the cost having been 
passed in May last. The area now 
occupied by the houses and frames in 
Kensington Gardens will, when vacated, 
be laid out as an ornamental garden. 
Substantially the public will gain three 
acres of lawn and flower-beds in exchange 
for about an equal area of grass-land 
taken into the new frame-ground. When 
the works are all finished and the planta- 
tions grown there will be also a gain in 
picturesque effect, both in Hyde Park 
and Kensington Gardens. 


Postal Deliveries in County Tyrone. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether 
he is aware that, in a district of country 
from three quarters of a mile to three 
miles around Fivemiletown, county 
Tyrone, there is only a_ tri-weekly 
delivery of letters and parcels, the post- 
man passing daily within a few perches 
of part of the district; and if he-will 
endeavour to have this grievance 
remedied. 


* (Answered by Lord Stanley.) It is the 
fact that in a part of the district served 
from Fivemiletown a delivery is afforded 
on three days a week only. I have 
made inquiry on the subject of improv- 








536 


anent 


The 
vhich 
ed by 
ntain 
r the 
| the 
w in 
rdens 
f the 
Some 
ondi- 
ould 
an a 
same 
more 
lant- 
efore 

and 
Park 
vice- 
d for 
first 
been 
now 
S in 
ted, 
den. 
hree 
ange 
land 
‘hen 
nta- 
1 In 
ark 


ther 
try 
uree 
nty 
ly 
ost- 
shes 
will 
nce 


the 
ved 
led 
ave 





greater part of this district it appears 
that the cost already incurred is rela- 
tively high, and that no further expense 
for increasing the frequency of the 
delivery would be warranted. The case 
js not so clear, however, as regards 
Altagoaghan, Tuattinabuddagh, and the 
neighbourhood, and I am having further 
inquiry made with the view of ascer- 
taining Whether any improvement would 
be warranted in the service to those 
places. I will communicate the result of 
the inquiry to the hon. Member. 


Accommodation at West Ham Union 
Schools. 

Sm ERNEST FLOWER (Bradford, 
W.): To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board if he is aware that 
the certificate of the Union Schools of 
the West Ham Guardians, which in 
November, 1901, was exceeded by 169 
children and in November. 1902, and 
September, 1903, was still exceeded, is at 
present exceeded by over 200 children ; 
that the boys are entirely without day- 
room accommodation; that 144 girls 
have day-room accommodation of 23 
feet 6 inches by 18 feet 2 inches only; 
that eighty-six infants have a day-room in 
which they also take their meals of 27 feet 
2 inches by 18 feet 2 inches only; and 
whether, seeing that this overcrowding 
makes it impossible to isolate infectious 
diseases, and that skin and eye com- 
plaints are present in the same dormitory, 
he will urge on the guardians the neces- 
sity of ascertaining if all those children 
at present dependent on the rates are 
entitled to such maintenance, and of 
providing temporary accommodation by 
hiring houses in which small groups of 
children might be placed. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Y am 
aware of the overcrowding at these 
schools, and have impressed upon the 
guardians the serious responsibility 
which attaches to them in this matter. 
The guardians inform me that they are 
endeavouring to make arrangements for 
boarding out some of the children beyond 
the union. I am still in communication 
with them, and I have urged them to 
hire homes in or near the union or to 
provide temporary buildings in order to 
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things. I have also suggested that they 
should have a “ call over ” of the chil- 
dren with a view of ascertaining if the 


' numbers cannot be reduced. 


Performing Elephants at the London 

ippodrome. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been called to 
the item on the programme of entertain- 
ment at the London Hippodrome, 
entitled, the Plunging Elephants, where 
the elephants are forced on to a steep 
incline and precipitated into the water ; 
and whether he proposes to take any 
action to stop such a proceeding. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) I have no special power in 
this matter; but, having made inquiry, 
I am informed that no force is used in 
the performance. The elephants, under 
the direction of a keeper, proceed to the 
head of the chute, and thence slide into 
the water. There is no cruelty; and the 
animals are said to be well kept and 
cared for. 


Vivisection at University College 
Hospital—Visits of Inspector. 

Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been called to the statement made by Mr. 
Bayliss, in his evidence in Bayliss ». 
Coleridge, that the inspector appointed 
under the Cruelty to Animals Act, 1876, 
visited University College on an average 
once a week during the period Mr. Bayliss 
was conducting his researches and lectures 
there; whether he will state the exact 
number of visits paid by the inspector to 
University College during the year 1902; 
whether the inspector is officially con- 
nected with University College; and how 
many times the inspector visited each of 
the other places registered for vivisection 
in 1902. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) Twelve visits to University 
College in 1902 were reported by the 
inspector; but I understand that owing 
to his constant attendance at the college 
he was able to pay many visits to the 


Temedy at once the present state of laboratory ; and these, when he found 
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nothing special to report, were not 
included in his return. The Inspector is 
Professor of Anatomy in University 
College, London. During 1902 the in- 
spector and the assistant inspector paid 
106 visits to the other registered places in 
England and Scotland, making an average 
of just under two visits to each place. 


Vivisection—Visits of Inspectors. 

Dr. SHIPMAN : To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
inspector appointed under the Cruelty 
to Animals Act, 1876, only witnessed 
the whole of one and part of eleven ex- 
periments out of the total of 14,906 
performed in 1902, he will consider the 
advisability of increasing the number of 
inspectors. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) It has to be remembered thut 
of the 14,906 experiments mentioned in 
the Question, 12,776 were of the char- 
acter of inoculations or feeding experi- 
ments. Further, apart from the actual 
experiments witnessed, large numbers of 
the animals have been seen by the in- 
spectors, and their condition after the 
initial experiment examined. I am 
satisfied that the inspection is sufficient 
to keep me fully informed as to the 
practical working of the Act and the 
observance of its provisions; but if at 
any time I come to the conclusion that 
more inspection is desirable, I shall not 
hesitate to endeavour to obtain the 
necessary increuse of staff. 


Promotion in the Civil Service. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if he will state how many 
Civil Service writers were promoted to 
the Second Division under the provisions 
of the Treasury Minute of December, 
1886; how many Civil Service writers 
have been promoted to the establishment 
as assistant clerks (Abstractor Class) 
under Treasury Minute of August, 1889; 
how many temporary clerical assistants 
have been promoted to the establish- 
ment as assistant clerks (New Class); 
how many senior assistant clerks (Ab- 
stractor Class) have been promoted to 
the" Second Division under Clause 15 of 
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the Order in Council of 29th November 
1898, and what proportion of thege 
relate to Ireland; and how map 
assistant clerks (New Class) have been 
promoted to the Second Division. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The numbers are 70, 600, 151, 121 (of 
whom 18 or 15 per cent., were in ex- 
clusively Irish Departments), and 13 
respectively. 
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Unexpended Balances—Scotch and Irish 
Votes. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, having regard to the fact 
that the unexpended balances of Votes 
surrendered to the Exchequer by Govern- 
ment Departments during the last ten 
years amount to £11,613,119 19s. 9d, 
will he state how much of this sum 
represents Scottish and Irish Votes re- 
spectively, irrespective of the Post Office 
and Inland Revenue Departments. 4 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The unexpended balances surrendered 
to the Exchequer on Scottish Votes in 
the last ten years amounted to 
£204,013 15s. 6d., and on Irish Votes 
to £718,136 7s. 1ld. These figures 
relate only to Votes which provide 
exclusively for Scottish and Irish Ser- 
vices. They omit not only the Votes 
for the Post Office and Revenue Depart 
ments, but all other Votes of a general 
character. 


Estate Duty on Colonial Securities. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): To ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether he is aware 
that the Estate Duty Department at 
Somerset House require payment of 
Estate Duty in this country in respect 
of colonial securities belonging to de- 
ceased persons domiciled in a British 
colony where the bonds, debentures, or 
certificates representing such securities 
are locally situate in this country, 
notwithstanding that such securities 
have already paid Estate Duty in the 
colony; and, if so, will he remedy this 
state of affairs by the insertion of 4 
clause in the forthcoming Finance Bi 
which shall be retro-active, and in the 
meantime direct the authorities to 
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Questions. 
Istate Duty in any case where Estate 
Duty has already been paid in a British 
colony. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
It is correct that Estate Duty is payable 
in this country in respect of colonial 
securities belonging to deceased persons 
domiciled in a British colony or foreign 
country where the documents of title 
sre in this country at the time of the 
death and the securities are marketable 
property here. This rule applied equally 
to the old Probate Duty, which the 
Estate Duty replaced, and there seems 
no sufficient reason for an alteration of 
the law. 
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Postage on Type-written Circulars. 

Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): To 
ask the Postmaster-General if he will say 
whether a circular which is printed in 
imitation of typewriting, enclosed in an 
unsealed envelope, is liable to the letter 
rate of postage ; and, ifso, will he explain 
why a distinction is drawn between such 
printing and printing in ordinary type. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Circulars 
printed in imitation of type-writing and 
enclosed in unsealed envelopes are 
admitted to the privilege of the halfpenny 
post on condition that they are handed 
inat a head or branch Post Office, that 
special attention is called to their nature, 
and that at least twenty copies are posted 
at the same time. Unless these condi- 
tions are complied with the circulars are 
liable to letter postage. There is no 
infallible and easily applied test which 
will enable the Post Office to distinguish 
between type-written letters and circulars 
printed to imitate them, and it is neces- 
sary to impose the special conditions 
referred to in order to afford evidence 
that the halfpenny post is not being 
improperly used for the transmission of 
typewritten correspondence. 


Annual Leave in the Edinburgh 
Post Office. 

Sir ANDREW AGNEW (Edinburgh, 
8.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the fact that the period for the annual 
leave of absence of the supervising body 
in the postal branches at Edinburgh, 
which for some years was confined to the 
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six months, April to September, is now 
to be extended, so as to include March 
and October; and whether, seeing that 
on the telegraph side of the same office, 
with as large a staff of supervisors, no 
difficulty is found in giving the «nnual 
leave within a period of six months, he 
can see his way to continuing the same 
privilege to the postal supervising staff. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I am 
informed that the inclusion of March and 
October in the period for the annual 
leave of the supervising officers in the 
postal branches at Edinburgh is not an 
innovation. I will inquire whether the 
present arrangements can be modified ; 
but I fear that it may be impossible to 
do so without waste of staff. 


Royal Naval Reserve Stations in the 
West Highlands. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty if he will state whether 
it is proposed to establish Royal Naval 
Reserve stations at any other places in 
the Western Highlands besides Ullapool. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) It is 
also proposed to build a Royal Naval 
Reserve drill battery at Portree, in the 
Island of Skye. 


Progress of the Dingwall and Cromarty 
Railway. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the President of 
the Board of Trade if he will state 
what progress is being made with the 
Dingwall and Cromarty Railway. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) No 
progress appears to have been made in 
the actual construction of the railway, 
but I am informed that an early meeting 
of the directors of the company has 
been fixed to arrange for the issue of the 
company’s capital. 


Changes in Tariffs of Foreign Countries. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade, in what Parliamentary 
Paper a succinct statement of the various 
changes in the tariffs of foreign countries 
during 1902 and 1903 can be found; and, 
if such does not exist, whether he will 
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cause such a Paper to be compiled and 
laid upon the Table. 


f (Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
Return of Foreign Import Duties issued 
by the Board of Trade contains a detailed 
account of the rates of duty levied in the 
principal commercial countries on the 
produce and manufactures of the United 
Kingdom. A summary is prefixed to the 
Return showing briefly the principal 
changes since the publication of the 
previous Return. ‘The last number of 
this Return (which is now published 
annually) was issued in November last 
(Cd. 1735 of 1903), and the previous 
Return was dated May, 1902 (Cd. 780 of 
1902.) Particulars of changes of foreign 
tarifis are noted as they occur in the 
Board of Trade Journal. If the informa- 
tion contained in these Returns is not 
sufficient for the hon. Member’s purpose 
I shall be glad if he will communicate 
with me. 


Transfer of Royal Colleges of Art or 
Science to University of London. 

Mr. ALLHUSEN (Hackney Central) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether it is proposed to 
transfer either the Royal College of Art 
or the Royal College of Science to the 
University of London ; and, if so, when 
such transfer will take effect. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) No 
proposal is before the Board to transfer 
the Royal College of Art or the Royal 
College of Science to the University of 
London. 


Indentured Coolies on Indian Tea 
Plantations. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): To ask the Secretary of 
State for India will he say the number 
of coolies working under indentures in 
the tea plantations, and the dates of the 
Acts sanctioning their employment; and 
will he lay upon the Table the regula- 
tions under which these indentured 
labourers work. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The latest Returns received by me are for 
the year 1902-3, and show that at the 
end of June last there were 93,278 coolies 
in Assam under indenture (out_of a total 
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labour population of 650,937). The Acts 
under which these persons are indentured 
are Act I. of 1882 and Act VI. of 1901, 
the latter Act superseding the former 
except as regards contracts made under 
the Act of 1882 not yet expired. The 
regulations applicable to indentured 
labourers are contained in these Acts, 
which will be found in the Litrary of the 
House. I may also refer to the Return 
presented by my predecessor in April 
last in compliance with the Address 
moved by the hon. Member for 
the Northern Division of Manchester, 
which is likewise in the Library. 


Sales on the Cusack Estate. 

Mr. J. P, FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the pro- 
posed sale of 860 acres of the lands of 
the Cusack estate to certain persons at a 
figure of twenty seven and a half years 
purchase requires the sanction of the 
Estates Commissioners ; and, if so, can he 
state when the matter is likely to be 
brought before them. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) This 
estate is administered in the Land Judge’s 
Court. I have no information on the 
matters alluded to in the Question. But 
I learn that the solicitor having carriage 
of the proceedings will apply forthwith 
to the Land Judge for an order authoris- 
ing the Estates Commissioners to issue a 
request under Section 7 of the Act of 
1903, with a view to their making an 
offer for the purchase of the property. 


Coal Supplies for Irish Public Buildings. 
Srrk THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
make inquiry into the question of the 
coal supplies for the model schools 
and other public buildings in Ireland 
under the control of the Board of Works; 
and if he will state in particular on what 
system are the coal supplies for the 
Enniscorthy model schools provided. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Tenders 
for coal supplies for model schools and 
other public buildings in Ireland are 
invited in the usual manner by adver- 
tisement published in the local Press. 
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This course was adopted in the case of 
the schools specially referred to in the 
Question. 


Pensions of Irish National Teachers. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland how many 
Trish National Teachers have been placed 
on the I pension establishment since the 
new pension rules came into force on the 
Ist April, 1900. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
number of teachers retired on pension 
since the date mentioned is 740. 


Kenagh Drainage District—Election of 
Board. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will say who are the 
electors for the drainage district of 
Kenagh, county Longford; when the 
term of the office of the present board 
expires; and when and where the next 
election will be held. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
electors are the proprietors of lands in 
the drainage district. A nominal list of 
these is open, I apprehend, to the inspec- 
tion of any person interested, upon 
application to the Drainage Trustees. 
The trustees were elected for three 
years; the date of the last election was 
12th June, 1901. Ihave no information 
in respect of the precise date and place 
of the next election. 


Sale of King Harman Estate. 

Me. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will say, in connection 
with the sale of the King Harman 
(Kenagh, county Longford) Estate, 
whether any outside proposals have been 
received for the purchase of the village of 
Kenagh; and, if so, will he direct the 


Estates Commissioners to give the occupy- | 


ing tenants preference. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Negotia- 
tions are proceeding for the sale of so 


much of this village as may be sold | 


under the Land Purchase Acts to occupy- 
ing tenants. 
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Attendance of Resident Magistrates at 
Dungiven Petty Sessions. 

Mr. O’DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will say what 
is the rule regulating the attendance of 
resident magistrates at petty sessions 
held within the districts assigned to 
them by the Executive Government; and 
how many petty sessions Courts held at 
Dungiven, county Londonderry, were 
attended by the resident magistrate 
within whose district this petty sessions 
Court is during the past twelve months. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) A 
resident magistrate is required to attend 
the various Courts of petty sessions in 
his district unless prevented by illness 
or other sufficient reason. There were 
twelve such Courts at Dungiven during 
the past year. The resident magistrate 
was present at four of these; on four 
occasions he was absent through illness ; 
und on four occasions he was absent on 
leave. On every occasion there was a 
good attendance of local justices. 


-Sale of the O’Brien Estate, County 
Longford. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will state why the 
negotiations for the sale of the O’Brien 
estate in Cornakelly and Corglass, county 
Longford, are not proceeding; and 
whether, seeing that the middle land- 
lord’s deeds, loss of which hitherto 
obstructed the sale, have now been 
produced, he will direct that the pro- 
ceedings under the 40th Section of the 
Act of 1896 be now completed. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
deeds were only recently forthcoming. 
Negotiations for sale cannot be entered 
upon until the rental has been settled. 
There will be no avoidable delay in the 
proceedings. 


Completion of Pier at Loughshinny, 
‘ County Dublin. ” 
Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will explain 
why no funds are available for the 
completion of the pier at Loughshinny, 


_ county of Dublin, seeing that it appears 
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from the latest report of the Irish Board | 
of Works that there were, on the 
3lst. March, 1903, funds to the amount | 
of £12,450, to meet the cost of works 
in progress and of any additional works 
to be undertaken under the Sea Fisheries 
Act, under which the existing Lough- 
shinny works have been constructed. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
available balance of the Sea Fisheries 
Fund at the present date is only £7,330. 
This money will be required to meet 
the necessities of fishing centres of 
relatively greater importance than 
Loughshinny. 
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ae - to NewSouth African Colonies 
— Special Facilities to ex Soldiers. 
Dr. SHIPMAN : To ask the Secretary 


of State for the Colonies whether any 


and, if so, what steps are being taken to 
facilitate immigrants from this country 
or the Colonies settling upon the land of 
the recently-acquired territory in South 


| Africa ; whether any, and, if any, what 


special facilities have been given to 
those who fought in the late South 
African war, and who were desirous of 
settling upon the Transvaal territory. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
Settlement on the land in the new 


Colonies is regulated by the Ordinances 


| printed at pp. 25 and 69 of Cd. 1463, 


Construction of Piers at Falchorrib and 
Gortnasate. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland when it is pro- 
posed to commence the construction of 
the piers at Falchorrib and Gortnasate, 
under the Marine Works (Ireland) Act. ™ 


By Section 7 of the Orange River Colony 


Ordinance and Section 13 (5) of the 
Transvaal Ordinance a certain preference 
is given to applicants who have served. 


Chinese Coolies in Transvaal Mines. 
Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 


| Colonies whether it is proposed to make 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) It isnot 
practicable to fix a date for the com- 
mencement of either work. Preliminary | 
plans and an estimate for a breakwater 
at Falchorrib are being prepared and will 
very shortly becompleted. With respect 
to Gortnasate, the Government is in 
communication with the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board respecting the necessary | 
allocation of the funds as between the 
harbour works and approach road. A 
decision will be come to without delay. 


Construction of Boat-slip at Port-a-raid. 


Mr. HUGH LAW: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant of | 
Ireland if he is aware that the Rossbeg 
fishery in Dowros Bay, county Donegal, 
is hampered by lack of adequate landing 
facilities; and whether steps will be 
taken to improve these by the construc- | 
tion of an additional boat-slip at Port-a- 
raid or elsewhere. 

(Answered -by Mr. Wyndham.) The | 
question of the sufficiency of the landing | 
accommedation at Rossbeg will be con- | 
sidered by the Congested Districts Board | 


at its next meeting. | 


| regulations to prevent the Chinese coolies 


in the Transvaal mine compounds being 
mulcted of their wages by any truck 


‘system; if not, will he take steps to 


prevent it; and whether the officer to 
be stationed in China to inform the 
Chinese coolies of the conditions of 


| service in the Transvaal mines will be 


in the pay of the Transvaal Government 
or of the mine-owners or their contractors. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
Lord Milner informs me that the law of 
the South African Republic, No. 18 of 
1896, provides against truck system and 
has purposely never been repealed, that 


| the truck system does not now exist on 
‘the mines and that its introduction in 


connection with Chinese labour has 
never been contemplated. The officer 
in China will be in the pay of the 
Transvaal Government. 


Queen Anne’s Bounty—Relief of Poorer 
Benefices from Payment of First- 
fruits and tenths. 

Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Univer- 
sity): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he will state what steps 
have been taken by the governors 
Queen Anne’s Bounty to relieve the 
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rer benefices from payment of first- | 
fruits and tenths ; and whether arrange- | 
ments can be made under the existing 
law for giving similar relief from pay-_ 
ments of fees for presentation or induc- 
tion to the poorer benefices out of the 
funds of the Ecclesiastical Commig- 
sioners. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
governors of Queen Anne’s Bounty are 
now empowered to make grants to 
benefices not exceeding £200 a year in 
net annual income, and still chargeable 
with first-fruits and tenths, or either 
of them, to meet the sums from time to 
time becoming due in respect of these | 
charges. They have communicated with 
the incumbents of all benefices still 
chargeable with first-fruits and tenths, 
and have received applications in respect 
of 750 benefices. Of these, 366 have 
been relieved of payment; 85 proved 
to be ineligible, as exceeding £200 per 
annum in value; the remainder are 
under consideration. The suggestion in 
the second part of the Question cannot 
be carried into effect without legislation. 
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VWUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South State African Railways. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
if he will state what are the Imperial 
Military Railways for which £900,000 
is asked in the Supplementary Estimates, 
what will the total expenditure upon 
them be, and has Parliament approved 
of the undertakings. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror| 
WAR (Mr. Arnoup-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): This sum represents the balance 
of expenditure in connection with the 
State railways in the Transvaal and 
Orange River Colonies for the period 
ending 30th June, 1902, up to which date 
these railways were administered under 
the direction of the military authorities. 


Mr. LOUGH: Has this ever been 
mentioned to Parliament before ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, Sir, 
but it has now come into account for the 
first time. 
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lst Army Corps Barrack Arrangements. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War if he will state what is the 
reason of certain regiments being shown 
in recent Army Orders as under orders to 
move from Sheffield or Lichfield to 1st 
Army Corps, instead of from one named 
station to another. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There are 
various barracks in and about Aldershot in 
the lst Army Corps Command and they 
are of different capacity. Itis considered 
desirable to give the General Officer Com- 
manding a free hand in placing the batta- 
fions transferred to his command in such 
barracks as he may think fit. 


South African Garrison. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I teg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he will say whether the garrison regi- 
ments now stationed in the Mediterranean 
are under orders for South Africa; and, 
if so, what is the reason for this change 
of quarters; what are the stations in 
South Africa to which these regiments are 
being sent; and what will be the increased 
cost of these garrison regiments in South 
Africa as compared with ordinary regi- 


ments. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: These 
garrison battalions are under orders for 
South Africa and will be quartered at 
Pietermaritzburg (until quarters are ready 
at Pretoria), Standerton, Bloemfontein, 
and Harrismith. It was found impracti- 
cable to house more than a few of their 
families in Malta and Gibraltar, and it 
was, therefore, held to be preferable in 
the best interests of the men and their 
families to remove them to South Africa. 
The additional cost of a garrison battalion 
in South Africa as compared with a line 
battalion is about £20,000 a year; but 
against this a saving of £10,000 a year 
now paid as separation allowance to the 


families which cannot be accommodated 


in the Mediterranean should be set off. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: What 
is the percentage of married men ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Very large. 


_In one case there are, I believe, 300. 


T 
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been drawn"to an appeal made to the 
Viceroy by Mr. Malabari, editor of Last 
and West, to reconstitute village councils 
in India, and to the reply given by Lord 
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Military Weapons--The Sword. 

Str THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
let, St. George’s): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
Government have yet decided to dispense | Curzon; and whether he will give 
with the use of swords for active service | support to a scheme for increasing the 
in the field ; and, if so, will he state by | wsefulness of these village councils, 


what weapon they will be supplanted. 
2s aS aE : THe SECRETARY or STATE rox 
Mr. ARNOLD-FOSTER: No, Sir.| INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
The cavalry retain their swords. Swords, ‘ford): I am not acquainted with the 
however, have been withdrawn from the | Paper referred to, and have no doubt 
artillery. that the Government of India will give 
careful consideration to any scheme of 
‘the nature indicated that may be laid 
| before them. 


Questions. 





Somaliland Operations. 
Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War & 
he will state what is the total number | 


~ ¢ ‘ Aden Boundary Commission. 
of troops now employed in Somaliland ; | 
and what is their monthly cost. | Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I beg to 


_ ask the Secretary of State for India whether 
Mr. ARNOLD FORSTER: 


The | he can state the cost up to the present date 
troops employed in Somaliland amount | of the Aden Boundary Commission, in- 
to 1,336 British and 7,026 native, or | cluding the cost for troops; what is the 
8,362 in all. The monthly cost of the | number and composition of the troops em- 
operations may be taken at £115,000. _| ployed in the protectorate of Aden; and 

ae | what has been the total loss of life since 

Sales of Military Stores. the delimitation began. 
Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- | 

hampton, E.): I beg toask the Secretary, Mr. BRODRICK: The normal garrison 
of State for War if he can give the of Aden is about 2,400 men. The total 
House any estimate of the cost price of | number of troops in the Aden Protector- 
the various items which form the excess ate on the Ist January last were :— 
appropriations in aid of Votes, 6, 7, 9, | 2,077 British officers and men; 1,891 
and 10 of the Army Estimates, the pro- Of these the troops 





ceeds of which realised £3,230,000. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I am 
afraid that it is not possible to give this 
information. An enormous quantity of 
surplus animals and stores of every 
description and in various conditions 
had to be disposed of at the end of the 
war in South Africa. Large quantities 
were sold to the Civil Governments of 
the new Colonies, and the balance was 
disposed of locally on the best terms 
possible. But the proportion which the 
amounts realised bore to the original cost 
price could not be estimated. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.): 
And large quantities of stores were also 
publicly burnt. 


Village Councils in India. 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether his attention has 


native ditto. 
| employed at the present moment, in con- 
/nection with the demarcation, are :— 
| 1,018 British infantry, 1,038 native 
infantry, 90 native cavalry, 461 native 
| sappers, with six guns of British mule 
| battery and six guns of native camel 
| battery. The casualties reported since 
the commencement of the delimitation 
have been :—Killed : Non-commissioned 
officers and men—four British, seven 
native, and one native surveyor. 
Wounded — Officers : Two British, one 
native ; Non-commissioned officers and 
men: Seventeen British, fourteen native. 
I have not yet received full accounts of 
the expenditure. 


India—Official Secrets Amendment Bill. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he will state the nature of the 
modifications proposed by the Select 
Committee of the Legislative Council of 
the Governor-General in the Official 
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Secrets Amendment Bill; and whether 


hecan now give the House an assurance 


that the Bill will be confined to naval 
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any action without consulting the 
Governor, whose attention shall be drawn 
to the matter. 


{ 


and military matters, and that the 


modifications referred to will provide for 
the retention in the Bill of those clauses 
in the original Act of 1889 which define 
the conditions under which a prosecution 
can be instituted and which place the 
onus of proving guilty intention upon the 
prosecutior.. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I have not received 
the Report of the Select Committee on 
the Bill, and do not know whether they 
have reported or what modifications they 
have proposed in it. 


The Transvaal Labour Ordinance. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he will delay his final assent to 
the Transvaal Labour Ordinance (Intro- 
duction of As‘atics) until he has drawn 
up, placed upon the Table of the House, 
and given the House an opportunity of 
discussing the regulations which are to 
govern Clause 33 of the Ordinance deal- 
ing with the question of the wives and 
children of the indentured labourers. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tHe 
COLONIES (Mr. Lytretton, Warwick 
and Leamington): I am not prepared to 
give the pledge asked for. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether the 
Government have now sanctioned the 
Transvaal Ordinance respecting Chinese 
labour, whether the regulations con- 
nected therewith have been framed; 
and whether he will now lay upon the 
Table a copy of these documents. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: The answer to 
all these Questions is, No. 


Workmen’s Compensation in the 
Transvaal. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he will put into 
force in the Transvaal the Workmen’s 
Compensatiof Act, 1897. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: The matter is 
not one in which I am prepared to take | 


Mr. BAYLEY: I will put another 
Question on th's later on. 


Transport of Chinese Labourers’ 
Families. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether the importer will 
in each case pay for the cost of transit 
of wives and families of Chinese labourers 
to South Africa indentured under the Or- 
dinance; and, if not, who will bear the 
cost. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : It is proposed to 
stipulate that the importer will pay. 


Dr. MACNAMARA : Ibeg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 
will say who will pay the cost of re- 
patriation of Chinese labourers and their 
wives and families in cases where the 
indenture has been completed, and in cases 
where the labourer seeks to return to 
China before completing the terms of the 
indenture. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: It is proposed 
that the importer should pay in the case 
of completed indentures. In that of in- 
complete indentures the question of the 
cost of return passages will be taken into 
account in computing the amount the 
labourer has to pay for his breach of 
contract. 


The Chinese Minister's Suggestions on 
| the Transvaal Labour Ordinance. 
Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the conference proposed in his 
letter of 15th February to the Foreign 
Office for the purpose of incorporating 
the suggestions of the Chinese Minister in 
the Ordinance for the importation of 
Asiatic labourers into the Transvaal has 
yet been held; if not, whether he can 
say when it will be held; and whether 
the Ordinance and the regulations which 
accompany it will be laid before the 
House in the form as modified by the 
conference before final adoption by the 


_ Imperial Government. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: The Conference 
will be held directly. In answer to the 
T?2 








or 


{COMMONS} Questions. 


556 


555 Questions. 





second Question of the hon. Member I am 
unable to give any undertaking. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: AsI gather from 
the answer of the right hon. Gentleman 
that the Ordinance will probably be 
adopted before this House has had an 
opportunity of discussing the details, I 
will ask permission at the close of Ques- 
tions to move the adjournment of the 
House. 


Amendment of Regulations. 
Dr. MACNAMARA : I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the regulations which will 


accompany the Ordinance for the impor- 
tation of Chinese labourers into the 
Transvaal may be varied without 
reference to the Imperial Government. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: Any amendments 
of the regulations will be communicated 
to me, and Lord Milner will be instructed 
that no important amendment should be 
made without previous communication 
with the Secretary of State. 


Boer Protest Against Chinese Labour. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he has any evi- 
dence that General Botha and the other 
Boer leaders who have protested, in the 
name of the Boers in the 
against the importation of indentured 
Chinese to work in the mines, were 
actuated by unworthy motives; whether, 
if so, he will lay that evidence upon the 
Table of the House ; and whether he has 
replied to the protest of General Botha 
and the other Boer leaders. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I would refer the 


hon Member to the reply to the letter | 


of the Boer leaders published at page 22 


of Cd. 1899 on Monday last and to my | 


statement in debate in the House of 
Commons on Tuesday last. + 


Missionary Enterprise among the Chinese 
bourers. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE : I beg toask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether any attempts to convert the 


t See (4) Debates, exxix., 1543. 


Transvaal, | 


Chinese in the Transvaal, whilst shut up 
in the compounds attached to the mines, 
will be prohibited unless with their assent; 
and whether the same facilities to 
approach them, if any are given, will be 
granted to the clergy of all religions and 
of all religious sects. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I think I may 
safely undertake on behalf of the Trans- 
vaal Government to answer both Ques- 
tions in the affirmative. 


Cost of Cabling Transvaal Documents. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the telegram sent to him by 
Lord Milner, in regard to an offer from a 
Boer to contest with General Botha the 
Chinese issue in the Transvaal in any 
district, was paid for out of either the 
money of the taxpayer in this country 
or of the taxpayer in the ‘Transvaal, and 
if so, which ; whether, if paid for out of 
public moneys, General Botha and the 
other Boer leaders who are opposed to, 
the introduction of Chinese labour will 
be afforded the same financial facilities 
to transmit to him their views on ques- 
tions before Parliament; and whether 
he has replied to the protest of the Boer 
leaders, and, if so, will he lay that reply 
upon the Table of the House. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: The letter from 
Mr. Van Rensburg referred to was, as I 
understand, telegraphed at the expense 
of the Transvaal Government just as was 
the letter from the Boer leaders published 
with my reply in Cd. 1899. It must 
be left to Lord Milner to judge what 


'documents are of sufficient importance 
| to justify him in transmitting them to 


the ‘Secretary of State for his informa- 
tion. 


Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
'whether he has noticed that the 


| last Paper circulated from the Transvaal 
/contained ten pages of extracts from 


nine South African newspapers ; whether 
any of this newspaper matter was tele- 
graphed, and, if so, what ‘was the cost 
of doing so; and whether he will con- 


__|sider the desirability of directing that 


| Colonial Governors should not swell 
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Questions 


their despatches by the inclusion of such 
extracts from the Press. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: The newspaper 
matter in question was not telegraphed. 
I am not prepared to give any such 
general direction as is suggested. 


Chinese Labour Recruiting at Tientsin. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Colonial Secretary a Question of which 
I have given private notice—namely, 
whether Mr. Perry and Mr. J.G. Hamil- 
ton were on Saturday last, on behalf of 
the Witwatersrand Native Labour Asso- 
ciation, recruiting labour in Tientsin; 
whether the Ordinance has yet received 
the Royal Assent; and whether the right 
hon. Gentleman wi!l order the recruit- 
ing to be stopped until the Ordinance 
and regulations in their complete 
operative form are before Parliament. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : The hon. Member’s 
{Juestion was only handed in about five 
minutes ago, and then not in the form in 
which he now puts it. I am afraid I 
cannot give a complete answer, but I 
will answer so far as I can. I shall be 
greatly obliged if hon. Members inter- 
ested in South Africa who wish for 
answers to Questions will be good enougk 
togive me somewhat longer notice, as 
the telegraph communication with South 
Africa which is necessitated by Questions 
has been rendered rather difficult. With 
regard to the Question now put, I did see 
a paragraph to that effect in a morning 
paper, and I think it follows that if those 
gentlemen are now in China they must 
have gone there before the Labour 
Ordinance has been passed. The pledges 
which I gave on behalf of the Govern- 
ment in this House with regard to the 
appointment of a person responsible to 
the Government in China in order fully 
to explain any contract which Chinamen 
might enter into in China will be strictly 
adhered to, and manifestly until that 
gentleman is appointed no complete 
contract can possibly be made. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Is this person to be 
all over China or in some particular 
place ? 
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*Mr. LYTTELTON: He is to be in 
that place in which it is desirable he 
should be. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Has any defi- 
nite settlement of this matter been 
come to with the Chinese Government ? 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : No, Sir. I think 
hon. Members are in possession of cer- 
tain requisitions made by the Chinese 
Government. We hold a conference, 
either to-morrow or the next day, with 
the Chinese Ambassador on the subject, 
and all expedition will be given to these 
matters, and no difficulty is expected. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): Who is to 
interpret to the recruits in China—is it 
to be an Englishman understanding the 
Chinese language, or is the position of 
interpreter to be handed over to a 
Chinese mandarin ? 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: The details are 
not arranged at the present time. I 
think the hon. Member may rely upon 
us to secure that sufficient precautions 
shall be taken to ensure that the con- 
tract is fully understood by the men. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Is it you or Lord 
Milner ? 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I am responsible 
for the pledge I gave to this House. 


Mr. LOUGH: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman stop recruiting till he can 
put these regulations into force ? 


Me. SWIFT MACNEILL: Are we to 
understand that the details of this 
arrangement are left to the discretion of 
Lord Milner 2 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : No, Sir, you may 
not understand that. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: 
will understand it. 


Well, I 


Payment of South African War Debts, 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): On be- 
half of the hon. Member for Hawick 
Burghs I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the dissatisfaction 
in the new African Colonies owing to the 


j 
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failure of the authorities to honour the 
military receipts for goods and stock 
supplied during the war; and whether 
he can facilitate the disposal of claims 
with despatch, or authorise interim pay- 
ments in cases of severe distress. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: A certain number 
of complaints have been brought to my 
notice, but in view of the complexity of 
the work I am not prepared to say that 
there has been undue delay. I am 
making inquiry as to the progress of the 
work, 

Str JOHN LENG: On behalf of the 
hon. Member for Hawick Burghs 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether his attention has 
been called to the action of the authorities 
of the Orange River Colony in reference 
to the treatment of a claim by A. J. 
Griessel, Bloemfontein, for the honouring 
of military receipts granted during the 
late war and dated in May and November, 
1901; and whether, seeing that the 
authorities at first denied the existence 
of the receipts, then admitted the same 
but refused payment on the ground that 
two sons of the claimant had rejoined 
the enemy, and finally, on it being ex- 
plained that the claimant aged thirty- 
four had no sons but only a daughter 
aged four years, promised further con- 
sideration, he will state what considera- 
tion has been given; and whether. in 
view of the claimant’s circumstances, he 
can arrange that payment of this claim 
shall be made. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : Ihave no informa- 
tion with regard to this claim but will 
nake inquiry. 


Transvaal—Taxation of Natives. 

The MASTER or ELIBANK(Ex linburgh, 
Midlothian): I beg to ask the Secret: ury of 
State for the ¢ ‘olonies if the Government 
has considered the possibility of reverting 
to and amplifying the practice of the late 
Boer Government of remitting or reduci ng 
the hut tax in the Transvaal, in proportion 
to the amount of work done | "y the natives 
curing the year, such work being proved 

1 production of certificates from their 
pe ein and thus affording them an 
inducement, by way of extra re- 
muneration, to further the agricultural 
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and industrial development of the 
country. 

*Mr. LYTTELTON: This matter is 


receiving my attention in connection with 

the evidence given by Boer witnesses 
’ ad . . 

before the Labour Commission. 


Transvaal Magistracy. 

*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he will lay a Return upon the 
Table, giving the names, ages, salaries, 
and previous careers and experience of 
the persons who have been appointed to 
the position of magistrate in the Transvaal ; 
who is responsible for such appointme nts, 
and are any qualifications required from 
applicants for the post ; and, in that case, 
what are they. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I will obtain the 
information required from the Governor 
by whom the appointments are made and 
will lay it. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman give the House any idea 
when the information will be ready ! 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : I am afraid not. 
Fiscal Policy—Colonial Preference. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he has communicated 
to the Colonial Governments the intima- 
ticn that it is now no part of the policy of 
His Majesty’s Government to extend pre- 
ferential treatment to the Colonies. 

*Mr. LYTTELTON : No, Sir. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): Have you communicated with 
the Colonial Governments on the question 
of Chinese labour ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Land Grants in East Africa. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
if he will state the names of the persons 
to whom a grant of 500 square 
miles of land has recently been assigned 
in East Africa; what consideration the 
Government has received on account 
thereof; if Government officials in East 
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Africa have made any report on the ad-) that the limitation of surtax under 
visibility of such grants; and, if so, will| Article 3 of the Convention applied 
he lay them upon the Table of the| only to sugar itself, whether raw or 
House; will hestate also what considera- | refined, and not to sugared products. 
tion has been given to native rights, | As, however, the general bearing of the 
and if suitable reserves will be secured | Convention upon the treatment of such 
out of this grant for the natives; and if | products remains in doubt, His Majesty’s 
any other similar offers or grants of land | Government are of opinion that the 
are now proposed«to be made to|course most conducive to the public 
syndicates." {3 ae interest will be to defer the laying of 
any further Papers on the subject until 
*Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE | after the termination of the next session 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Percy, | of the Commission, which will open on 
Kensington, 8.): A lease of 500 square | the 10th of March next. 
miles of land, on terms approved by His 
Majesty’s Treasury, is now being arranged| Mp, LOUGH: Are we not entitled, 
with the East Africa Syndicate. The | under the terms of the Convention, to 
selection of the area was made last year | have a Report of the Proceedings? Will 
by the local representative of the syndi-| the Government let us know what was 
cate in consultation with His Majesty’s| the nature of the decision, and give us 
Commissioner. The lease will be subject | some account, at least, of the arguments ? 
to the provisions of the East Africa 


Crown Lands Ordinance, 1902, which is " 7 eee 

in the library of the House, and under *Eart PERCY: I do not know — 
which the rights of natives are fully the hon. Member means by “nature 0 
reserved. Negotiations are also in the decision. 
progress for the lease of certain forest . - 
lands in the vicinity of the coast to firms|_ Mr. LOUGH: By what majority was 


° . ° : } ? 
interested in the production and working | !¢ come to‘ 


of timber and rubber. 

*Eart PERCY: I have said the 
Government think it would not be in 
the public interest to lay any further 
Papers at present. 








Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): Do these 
grants of land carry with them rights of 
government by the syndicate ? 


| 

‘ii te | Mr.GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 

_ *Eart PERCY was understood to reply |Is there not a rightof appeal in certain 

in the negative, | cases, and willthe Government consider 

> etv g ¢ y » 2 

Brussels Sugar Comvention. ‘a | seg salle oe | ee 
Mr. LOUGH: I beg to. ask) 

the Under-Secretary of State for) *Eart PERCY: The whole question 

Foreign Affairs whether, in view of the| js under negotiation, and the question 

fact that the British representatives, at | of appeal has not arisen. 

a meeting of the Commission appointed | 

under the Brussels Sugar Convention| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: But will 

: , me ‘ 

held during the Parliamentary recess on | jt be considered 2 

behalf of the exporters of confectionery 

and preserves in this country, brought) [No answer was returned.] 

forward the claim that the limitations | 

of the surtax should apply to their} Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the 

manufactures, he will state what/|Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 

decision was arrived at; and whether | Affairs whether any further negotiations 

any Report of the Proceedings will be | have taken place between the Commission 

laid on the Table of the House. | set up under the Brussels Sugar Conven- 

tion and the Russian Government with 
*Eart PERCY: At the meeting of the | regard to the treatment of sugar made in 

Commission in October last the majority | Russia, by the signatory Powers, and 

of the Commissioners were of opinion whether the Government can see its way 
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to cancel the prohibition of the import 
of sugar from Russia into this country. 


*Eart PERCY: The answer to both 
Questions is in the negative. 


The Japanese and Wei-hai-Wei. 

Mr. PLUMMER (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs a Question of which I 
have given private notice — namely 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to the report of the presence of Japanese 
battleships at Wei-hai-Wei previous to 
the attack on Port Arthur, and, if so, 
whether he is in a position to contradict 
the report. 


*Eart PERCY: We have been informed 
by the Commander-in-Chief in Chinese 
waters that the Japanese men-of-war on 
their way to Port Arthur were not even 
sighted at Wei-hai-Wei, and no Japanese 
ships of war have visited that port since 
August, when two vessels went there on 
a complimentary visit for a few hours. 





London County Council—Contracts with 
Foreign Firms. 

Sir THOMAS DEWAR : I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if he 
will state the number and value of con- 
tracts for rails and railway material 
placed by the London County Council 
with foreign makers during the last five 
years, and what percentage of these con- 
tracts were secured by German firms. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): Particulars of this nature do 
not, in the ordinary course, come to the 
knowledge of the Board of Trade. I 
have, however, been supplied with a 
statement on behalf of the London 
County Council, which I will read to the 
House. ‘The total value of all contracts 
let by the London County Council for 
tramway works is about £2,000,000, of 
that amount £150,000, or 7} per cent., 
represents foreign work. The Council 
began by restricting the tenders for this 
work to British firms, but owing to the 
limited number of tenders and the high 
prices, it then adopted open competition, 
and, as the result, all materials are now 
being obtained in this country and at 
much lower prices. Altogether the 
Council estimates that it has saved, in 
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rails alone, about £40,000 by its policy of 
open competition. No contracts have 
been sent to Germany.” 


Post Office and the Cash-on-Delivery 
System. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): I 
beg to ask the Postmaster - General 
whether his attention has been called to 
the dissatisfaction expressed in many 
quarters with the introduction of the 
cash-on-delivery system by the postal 
authorities; and whether, having regard 
thereto, he will withhold his sanction 
from the proposed system. 


THe POSTMASTER - GENERAL 
(Lord Srantey, Lancashire, Westhough- 
ton): Representations have been made 
to me expressing dissatisfaction with the 
prospect of the introduction of a system 
of cash on delivery; and I have received 
others in support of such an arrange- 
ment. I have the question under con- 
sideration, and am collecting evidence as 
to the working of the system in the 
countries in which it is already 
established and its probable effect if 
instituted in the United Kingdom. | 
have as yet come to no decision on the 
scheme ; and I do not propose to sanction 
its introduction unless, and until, I am 
satisfied that such a course would be for 
the benefit of the community in general. 


Mr. BAYLEY : Will the noble Lord take 
the opinion of the House before he sanc- 
tions the experiment ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I certainly shall 
not introduce the system before the 
Estimates are introduced. 


Railway Rates on Agricultural Produce. 
Captain) BAGOT (Westmoreland, 
Kendal): I beg to ask the hon. Member 
for North Huntingdonshire, as represent: 
ing the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture, whether any arrangements have now 
been arrived at between the Board and 
the railway companies whereby con- 
signors of agricultural produce within 
the United Kingdom, either individually 
or in combination, may be enabled to 
secure for themselves better terms and 
facilities for the carriage of their goods. 


Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES (Hunting- 


donshire, Ramsey): The conference 
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between my noble friend and the 
general managers of the railway com- 
panies, of which the hon. Member is 
already aware, was followed up by a 
circular letter in which the Board of 
Agriculture and Fisheries asked for the 
companies’ observations upon certain 
suggestions and difficulties which had 
presented themselves. The reply to this 
letter has only recently been received, 
and my noble friend proposes that this 
correspondence shall shortly be presented 
to both Houses of Parliament. Several 
companies already offer facilities for 
the aggregation of consignments of farm 
produce whereby lower rates may be 
obte ained by the consignors of the indi- 
vidual lots included, and it is to be hoped 
that the ventilation of the subject result- 
ing from the friendly discussion between 
the Board and the companies may lead 
to an extension of these facilities. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will the 
noble Lord communicate with his col- 
leagues in the Cabinet who are railway 
directors ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Income-tax Collection in Scotland. 

Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross): On behalf of the hon. 
Member for East Edinburgh, I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he is aware that 
notices have been issued in Scotland 
demanding payment of income-tax 
within seven days, failing which the 
amount will be recovered by a sheriff’s 
officer, with costs; and whether he will 
say if similar notices have been issued 
all over England, and whether recovery 
will be made by warrant on the expiry of 
the seven days in England with costs. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Victor CAVENDISH, 


Derbyshire, W.): The instructions to 
collectors of income-tax, which are 
practically identical for England and 


“cotland, require that if the tax be not 
paid by the second week in February, 
steps should be taken for enforcing pay- 
ment by legal process—and no douh- 
therefore, notices in the sense named in 
the Question have been issued by this 
time both in England and Scotland. 
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But, whether in England or in Scotland, 
action on the notice would not be taken 
in the case of a person who can show 
reasonable cause for further delay, and 
who can promise payment ata fixed date 
within the next few weeks. There must, 
however, be some excuse for non- 
pay ment which the collecting authorities 
can properly accept, and in the absence 
thereof recovery would be made, with 
costs, on expiry of the seven days 
netics, both in England and in Scotland. 


Whisky Adulteration. 

Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): I beg 
toask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he will appoint a Committee of 
analytical experts to fix a legal standard 
in the cas> of whisky, such as is done in 
other articles of consumption, in order to 


protect the public against spurious 
substitutions. 
Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The 


Board of Inland Revenue do not think 
that it would be of any practical use to 
attempt to fix a legal standard for whisky. 
There is already a minimum legal! 
standard of strength below which whisky 
may not be sold without notice, and 
other conditions must necessarily vary 
widely according to the taste of 
consumers, 


Grants to Welsh Colleges. 


Mr. GEORGE KENYON (Denbigh 
Boroughs): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 


of the Exchequer whether he will include 
the three Welsh Colleges, which are 
hindered in their work by lack of funds, 
in the list of University Colleges to 
receive increased grants during the 
current year; and on what principle 
these grants will be allocated. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The 
grants to the Welsh Colleges have been 
based on a different principle from that 
applicable to the En:lish Colleges and 
on a more liberal scale. I will consider 
the matter further; but at present I 
think that it will not be possible to in- 
crease the Welsh grants. 


West Clare Railway Works. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 


the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
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his attention has been drawn to a dis-,; of the hostile attitude of the people. 
turbance near Doonbeg, county Clare, on | Whether the railway company have a 
the 11th inst., in reference to some work | legal right can be determined by process 
on the West Clare Railway line; and, | of law. 

seeing that a force of police was present 

on the occasion, whether he can state CaPTAIN DONELAN (Cesk, E.): By 
the circumstances which gave rise to the | Whom were the police sent ? 
disturbance, and in what way the police} pr WYNDHAM: By their superior 
were employed in reference to the matter | officer. 

and by whose orders. 





| 
Tas CHIEF SECRETARY IRE ' Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : I shall 
= ' : FOR “| call attention to this again. 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): Owing | 
to the flooding of the railway line near | | Arterial Drainage in Ireland. 
Doonbeg, which endangered the public | Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): I 
safety, a number of workmen in the ro So ee eo ag coe * -): 
,| beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
employment of the railway company ; Pegs 
nie cut tn cab 0 desin ten the eee Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is 
a ieee eis iin tied ithe proposed during the present session to 
nee a. + take any steps to give effect to the 
farmers objected to the surplus waters| ;,. *. ; cea a ; 
being conveyed to their lands adjoining Unionist policy propounded in 1887 in 
the line, and showed their resentment by regard tothe arterial drainage of Ireland, 
: e ; +, | and if anything will be done by Estimate 


assembling with pitchforks, sticks, and i itien ti iy one, foyer 

stones. Acting under the orders of their pac apes ad ae R . 3 rien 

superior officers a force of police was |“! ae ee ae ee eee Se 

gOnEens to preserve Te pence. | Mr. WYNDHAM: Iam not in a 

| position to take up the general question 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Are the | of arterial drainage. I do intend to 

railway company exercising a legal right | submit certain proposals in respect of the 

in this work? What remedy have those | River Bann. 

who will be flooded in consequence of | 

it ? | Mk. DELANY: Did not the Unionst 

| policy refer to the Barrow and not to 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I can hardly be| the Bann. 

expected to express an opinion on the 

legal merits of the question. Those who} Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: It referred to 

are injured have a remedy at law. the whole country. 





Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: As this Labourers (Ireland) Bill. 
affair has caused some excitement and Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
disturbance may I ask whether it is/ [| beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
usual to supply a large force of police to| Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
enable work to be carried out before it | will immediately introduce the promised 
has been decided whether those doing it measure dealing with labourers in Ireland 
have a legal right. so as to afford ample time for the con- 
sideration of its provisions by those 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. That | specially interested in the matter. 
is a general argument. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I shall endeavour 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Bat. to introduce this Bill at the earliest date 

were the authorities satisfied that in| consistent with the demands on the time 

giving the assistance of the police they | of the House for concluding the financial 

were enabling legal work to be carried | business of the year. 

on ? 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Can the right 

Mr. WYNDHAM: [I am quite satisfied | hon. Gentleman not give us more definite 
that it was the duty of the Executive | information? It is of the utmost im- 
Government to send the police in view | portance that we should have the terms 
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of the Bill in our hands at the earliest 
possible moment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have said that I 
shall introduce the Bill at the earliest 
possible moment, but in the absence of 
the Prime Minister it is quite impossible 
for me to arrange the business of the 
House. 


County Clare Police Occupations. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware that 
members of the Royal Irish Constabulary 
have been employed in conveying cattle 
to, and hereling cattle on a farm near 
Glanquin, county Clare; and will he say 
whether the employment of police in this 
manner has been sanctioned by the 
authorities. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has not been correctly informed. There 
is no foundation for the suggestion in 
the ()uestion. 


Extra Police at Cappawhite. 

Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he wil] state how many extra 
police are stationed in Cappawhite 
district, county Tipperary, and for what 
reason; Whether he will say for what 
official use a special transport car provided 
at Cappawhite is employed, and whether 
the head constable has authority to use 
it for his private business; and whether 
he is aware that this official recently 
used it to take him on a canvassing 
tour with reference to an expected 
vacancy in theclerkship of petty sessions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The police force 
in this district was augmented in 1902, 
but the necessity for the additional men 
having passed away they were withdrawn 
some time ago. The transport car is 
still required for patrolling purposes. 
It has never been used by the head 
constable except when engaged on duty. 
The reply to the concluding inquiry is 
in the negative. 


Irish Under-Sheriffs. 
Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether itis inten- 
ded to introduce this session any Govern- 
ment measure to make under-sheriffs in 
Ireland permanent officials under the 
Crown, and to provide them with a staff 
of competent assistants; and, if not, 
whether the Government will afford 
facilities for a Bill of that character if 
introduced by a private Member. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Legislation with 
the object stated would entail a consider- 
able expenditure of public money, and I 
cannot hold out any hope that the 
Government will undertake such legisla- 
tion in the present session. The question 
of affording facilities for a private Mem- 
ber’s Bill is one that should be addressed 
to the Prime Minister. 


Irish Labourers and Land Purchase. 

Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he will say what 
steps have been taken by the Land Com- 
mission in reference to inquiries as to 
whether accommodation for labourers is 
needed on any estates for the purchase of 
which applications have been made to 
them for advances under the Irish Land 
Act, 1903; on how many estates have 
such inquiries been made up to the Ist 
instant ; in how many cases has a scheme 
been framed under Section 96; and 
whether a copy of the Report of the Land 
Commission in reference to such accom- 
modation on any estate can be obtained 
On application. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The inspectors are 
instructed to make the inquiries contem- 
plated by Section 96. Such inquiries 
have been made to the present date in 
the case of fifty-three estates. On one 
estate the accommodation for labourers is 
reported to be insufficient, but no scheme 
has yet been framed by the Estates Com- 
missioners. It would be contrary to 
established practice to publish these 
Reports, which, being departmental, are 
regarded as confidential; but I am con- 
sidering whether the results of the inves- 
tigations can be published in a summar- 
ised form. 


Irish Catholic University. 
Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
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of the promise made by Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to ask Parliament in 
this session to double the grant to Uni- 
versity colleges in England in receipt of 
Parliamentary grants, he is prepared to 


submit to Parliament a proposal to | 


establish in Ireland a University accept- 
able to the majority of the people of that 
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Irish Language in Irish Schools. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he wil] 
explain why, in the recent regulations 
issued by the National Board, steps were 
taken to prevent the teaching of Irish in 

primary schools as an extra subject. 


country, and to which grants by Parlia- | 


ment could be given. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot at the 
present moment usefully supplement my 
recent statement in this House on the 
subject of Irish University education. 


Rent Dispute on the Erne Estate. 
Mr. EDWARD MITCHELL (Fer- 
managh, N.): 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 


called to the case of Margaret Dolan v. | 
the Earl of Erne, heard before the County | 


Court Judge at Enniskillen on Thursday 
the 28th ult., when the judge strongly 
‘commented upon the action of the land- 
lord in consequence of the tenant having 


a fair rent fixed by the Land Court; and, | 
if so, whether he proposes to take any | 
action to prevent such actions being | 


brought. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My attention has 
been directed by the Question to a news- 
paper report of the proceedings. I am 
unable to say whether it is accurate. 
The landlord was within his right in suing 
for a year’s rent which the tenant admit- 
ted to be due. The Judge gave a decree, 
on her consent, payable in two instal- 
ments. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Did not the 
Judge comment severely on the action of 
the landlord ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have seen the 
newspaper report which states so. It is 
not for me to say whether the statement 
is accurate. 


Mr. EDWARD ‘MITCHELL: The 
report is absolutely correct. 


*Mr. DELANY: Did not a similar case 
occur in King’s County and the County 
Court Judge refuse to give costs ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER? Order, order! 


| beg to ask the Chief | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed by 
‘the Commissioners that they have 
recently issued revised programmes in 
extra subjects, including the Irish 
language, which it is proposed to bring 
into operation on the Ist April, 1904, 
If, however, managers of National Schools 
| are not satisfied with these programmes 
| they are at liberty to submit alternative 
programmes for the approval of the 
Commissioners. The programmes and 
regulations were not issued with the 
intention of preventing the teaching of 
extra subjects, but, on the contrary, to 
make instruction in these subjects more 
efficient. 


Irish Land Purchase—Public Trustee. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state what are the positign and duties of 
the Public Trustee under,the Land Pur- 
|chase Act; in what way are moneys 
realised by sale of lands and invested in 
his name secured for the beneficiaries ; 
are the Government responsible for his 
integrity ; is his sanction required in case 
trustees themselves desire to invest the 
proceeds of sale where the vendor is 
tenant for life; and whether in cases in 
which he acts as trustee of the purchase 
money can he invest the proceeds with- 
out the approval of the vendor. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: If the hon. Mem- 
ber will refer to the 52nd Section of the 
Irish Land Act he will find most of his 
Questions answered. Rules are being 
framed which, when approved of, will 
answer the others. These rules will be 
published when finally settled. 


4 





Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: What were 
| the previous qualifications of this Public 


| Trustee ? 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: I have answered 
| that before. He had had extensive ex- 
| perience as a land agent. 
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Tredennick Estate. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether his attention has 
been directed to a resolution of a meet- 
ing of the Killaghter Branch of the 
United Irish League, held on 10th Feb- 
ruary, over which the Rev. P. B. Dunlany 
presided, urging, that inasmuch as the 
Congested Districts Board have had in their 
possession for the past three years two 
grass farms of about 280 acres on the 
Tredennick Estate, St. Colin’s Point, 
that the Board should immediately take 
steps to divide these farms into suitable 
holdings for the fishermen of St. Colin’s 
Point, who have now no land, and to 
build houses for them at reasonable pur- 
chase prices, and deprecating the use of 
those farms for grazing purposes ; and, if 
so, will he say what steps, if any, he 
proposes to take in the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The lands referred 
to in the Question will be rearranged and 
sold with the least possible delay. 


Cork Post Office Telegraph Learners. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 
General whether he will explain why 
two female learners, who entered the 
Cork Post Office in September, 1898, who 
have qualified in every respect, and have 
been employed as acting telegraphists 
for the past four years, are now classified 
and paid as learners; and why, seeing 
that these girls had risen from an initial 
wage of 5s. per week in 1898, to 16s. 6d. 
in 1904, this amount has been reduced 
to 10s. per week since 18th January, 
1904, 


Lorp STANLEY: In consequence of 
a falling-off in telegraph work at Cork, 
it was found necessary to discontinue the 
full time duty of these two learners, but 
it has now been found possible again to 
give them full time duties. 


MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. 
TRANSVAAL LABOUR ORDINANCE. 
Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 

I beg to ask leave to move the Adjourn- 
ment of the House in order to call attention 
to a definite matter of urgent public im- 
portance—namely, the action of the 


ARY 1904} Bills. 574 


Government in promulgating an Ordinance 
providing for the introduction of inden- 
tured Chinese labourers into the Trans- 
vaal before the Ordinance and _ its 
regulations have been discussed by the 
House of Commons in their complete and 
operative form. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Had it been a ques- 
tion of the Ordinance alone, I should 
have had some difficulty in accepting the 
Motion after the recent debate; but I 
understand there are some regulations 
which are still under consideration. I 
think it would be impossible to separate 
the consideration of the Ordinance and 
the regulations, and, therefore, I will ask 
the leave of the House. 


Dr. Macnamara rose in his place and 
asked leave to move the Adjournment of 
the House for the purpose of dis¢ussing a 
definite matter of urgent public import- 
ance, viz., “The promulgation of the 
Ordinance providing for the introduction 
of Indentured Chinese Labour into the 
Transvaal before the Ordinance and its 
regulations have been discussed by the 
House of Commons in their complete 
and operative form;” but the pleasure 
of the House not having been signified, 
Mr. SPEAKER Called on those Members 
who supported the Motion te rise in 
their places, and not less than forty 
Members having accordingly risen :— 
The Motion stood over, under Standing 
Order No. 10, until the Evening Sitting 
this day. 


NEW BILLS. 


TRADES UNIONS AND TRADE DISPUTES 
(No. 2) BILL. 

“To legalise the peaceful conduct of 
Trade Disputes and to alter the Law 
affecting the liability of Trade Union 
funds,” presented by Sir Charles Dilke ; 
supported by Mr. Keir Hardie; to be 
read a second time upon Friday, 25th 
March, and to be printed. [Bill 91.] 
HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES, 

ETC., BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to the 
Housing of the Working Classes, to 
amend the Law of Rating, and to estab- 
lish Fair Rent Courts,” presented by Mr. 





Nannetti ; supported by Mr. Harwood, 
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Mr. Field, Captain Norton, Mr. Keir 
Hardie, Mr. Bell, Mr. Crooks, Sir Fortes- 
cue Flannery, Mr. Joyce, Dr. Farquhar- 
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son, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. Jacoby, and Mr. | 


Logan ; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday, 22nd March, and to be printed. 


[Bill 92. ] 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO BILL. 


“To enable localities by a direct vote 
to prevent the issue of Licences for the 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors,” presented 
by Mr. Whittaker; supported by Sir 
Wilfrid Lawson. Mr. Henry J. Wilson, 
Mr. Burt, Mr. Channing, Mr. Cameron, 
and Mr. Rigg ; to be read a second time 
upon Friday, 25th March, and to be 
printed. [Bill 93.] 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 
1903-4. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a Supplementary sum, not ex- 
ceeding £2,700,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1904, for Additional Expenditure, in 
respect of the following Army Services, 
viz :— 

£ 
Vote 1. Pay, &c.,of the Army 2,000,000 
Vote 6. Transport and Re- 

mounts , 
Vote 7, Provisions, Forage, 

and other Supplies 


2,100,000 


2,030,000 
Total . £6,130,000 

Excess Appropriations-in-Aid 
(Votes 1, 6, 7, 9, and 10) 3,430,000 


£2. 700,000 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): On a 
point of order, would it not be possible 
to take each item separately? Say that 
for Somaliland ¢ 


*Ture CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
can move to reduce the Vote so far as 
the Somaliland expenditure is concerned, 
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but it is not the practice to put these 
items separately. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE rope 
|'WAR (Mr. ArNnotp-Forster, Bellast, 
W.) hoped he was not creating a very bad 
precedent in asking leave to address the 
Committee at that stage, but there were 
circumstances connected with the Vote 
which made it desirable for him to say a 
‘few words in explanation. The figure 
was a large one, amounting to £2,700),000, 
its character was composite, and it was 
practically a sweeping up of all outstand- 
ing accounts of the late war, supplemented 
by certain items which had no connection 
with the war. The Vote on account of 
the war related to transactions most of 
which took place many months ago—in 
fact, some years ago—and a great many 
of the incidents out of which the Votes 
arose had been discussed over and over 
again in Parliament. Although the amount 
of this Supplementary Estimate was large, 
he did not think any reflection could be 
cast on the Accountant-General of the 
Army in consequence of it. He could 
not give the exact figures of the 
actual expenditure beginning 1899, but 
he found in 1899-1900 there was an 
under-expenditure of £500,000 on a Vote 
of £43,000,000. The following year on 
an expenditure of £91,000,000 there was 
an under-expenditure of £600,000; in 
the next year on a Vote of £92,000,000, 
the under-expenditure was £254,000; and 
in the last year on a Vote of £69,000,000, 
there was an under-expenditure of 
£446,000. It would, he thought, be 
admitted, considering the circumstances 
under which the sums were voted, that 
this was not a discreditable record for 
the finance department of the War Office, 
and that it gave no ground for sneering at 
that office. ; 


He did not propose to discuss 
the details, but he felt it was due 
to the Committee to explain why these 
accounts which, in most cases, referred to 
transactions which were closed two years 
ago, came in now. There was a large 
sum in the Estimate which represented 
payments to be made on account of the 
colonial contingents. These accounts 
had to go through the process of being 
confirmed in South Africa, and that was 
the reason why they were now brought 
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for the first time before the House. The 
final Yeomanry charges had been delayed 
on the same ground. There had been 
many matters which it had been abso- 
lutely impossible to put into the account 
without careful investigation of the cor- 
rectness of the claims put forward. 
Under the head of Gratuities there was a 
payment of £100,000 to the South African 
Constabulary. It was not originally 
contemplated to make this payment; but 
it was decided, in view of the fact that 
the services of the Constabulary were 
practically as much military as those of 
other troops in South Africa, to give the 
gratuity to them. There was also a 
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small Vote for the Army Service Corps, | 
rendered necessary by the retention of | 
the services of a considerable number of | 


had been engaged by 


natives, who 


the Army Service Corps in removing | 


the great accumulation of stores, and by 


the provision of the necessary storehouses | 
required to prevent deterioration of the | 


naterials. * The railway charge had been 


referred to by his right hon. friend the | 


Member for Wolverhampton. The rail- 
ways of the Transvaal and Orange River 
Colonies were taken over by the military 
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enable the officers and men to face the 
conditions under which they were living. 
The cost of forage was also very high, 
and the amount under this head was 
made greater by reason of the large 
number of horses left in the country in 
excess of the ordinary stock, and until 
those horses were disposed of it was 
necessary to provide forage, at very high 
cost, for their sustenance. 

The other principal branch of the Vote 
was the expenditure which had been in- 
curredinrespect of Somaliland. He did 
not propose to discuss on this Estimate 
the question of the policy in Somaliland. 
The Leader of the Opposition, he thought, 
the other dayrather misrepresented what 
was going on in that country when he 
suggested that the war which we were 
compelled to carry on was an aggressive 
war, made with the object of taking 
the territory of somebody else. There 
had been three incursions into territory 
under British protection, and on every 
one of those occasions we had had in self- 
defence, and in defence of those to whom 


| our word was pledged, to take up arms, 


during the war, and on the conclusion of | 


the war a claim was made by the War 
Office against the Colonial Governments 


for the work and labour that had been | 


done, and the expenditure that had been 


incurred for the maintenance of these rail- | 


ways. This claim was not admitted in the 
ments, but there was no doubt that it 
was avalidone. They had not yet, how- 
ever, been able to obtain payment from the 
two Colonies, and therefore it was neces- 


not too sanguine in anticipating that this 
amount might, at an early day, appear on 
the otherside of theaccount. Then there 
was a Vote for land and inland water 


This was the third occasion on which we 
had had to resist the incursion of this 
enemy ; and he honestly believed, how- 
ever unpalatable it might be to us, that 
we should be compelled to carry on this 
unprofitable and unsatisfactory conflict. 
This was oneof those campaigns which 
any Party sitting on his side of the 


; | Hous: would be compelled to undertake 
first instance by the Colonial Govern- | 


and carry through. He was sure the 
Government took no pride in it and did 
not rejoice in it; but as long as our 


| Empire was what it was, and as long as 
| our responsibilities were as great as they 
sary to write off the sum which appeared | 
in the Estimates, though he hoped he was | 


were, occasions must arise when wars of 
this kind would have to be undertaken. 


| He did not like to be too sanguine, but he 
| did not think he was overstating the pur- 


transport, which was practically due to | 


the large number of troops kept in South 
Africa since the conclusion of the war, as 
well asa Vote for sea transport, which 
was due to the bringing back of more 
troops than was originally contemplated. 
The amount for provisions and allowances 
was attributable to the continuance of the 
very high cost of provisions in South 
Africa, and the necessity of retaining 
special allowances, which alone could 





port of the information at the disposal of 
the Government when he said that the 
operations were now in a more satis- 
factory position than they had been 


for many months past. Though 
he was very far from desiring to 


make any prophecy, he thought they 
were within reasonable distance of a 
development of this campaign which 
would make it much easier for them to 
bring it toa conclusion. So long as the 
enemy was within our territory, as he 
was now, so long as he was under arms, 
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and so long as the Government were 
certain, as they now were, that if they 
left him alone the movement would 
recrudesce and that they would be re- 
warded for their moderation by being 
compelled to make further military 
efforts, he thought they had no option 
but to continue the campaign until it 
was brought to a successful conclusion. 


There was also on the Estimates a small 
item for the China Expeditionary Force. 
It was perhaps strange that this item 
should appear on the accounts now; but 
the Indian Government undertook a 
large amount of work in connection with 
the expedition, and they had only 
now rendered the accounts—hence the 
delay. 


An item for increased pay and mess- 
ing allowance required explanation. 
The reason of it was this, viz.: 
At the close of the war the establish- 
ments of two branches of the Army were 
largely in excess of the normal estab- 
lishment. 
an estimate was made that there would 
be a large reduction of the establish- 
ment of the Army during that vear. 
That anticipation had been realised. 
The numbers had come down to almost 
the precise figure that was anticipated, 
but they had not come down in exactly 
the way anticipated. The result was 
that they had, in addition to the extra 
troops in Somaliland, which accounted 
for a portion of the extra sum, an excess 
in the two most expensive branches of the 
service, viz., the artillery and cavalry, 
while they had a deficit, he was sorry 
to say, in respect of the infantry. It 
was not possible to forecast with 
exactitude what number of men would 
go out of every branch of the service 
during the year. It had been within 
the power of many mea in these two 
branches to go into the reserve: but 
as a matter of fact, contrary to anticipa- 
tions, they had chosen to remain in these 
two branches of the service. Hence it 
was that the Government had to ask 
for this additional sum for pay for 
messing allowances during the year. 
These were not matters with which he 
was very familiar, but he had thought it 
might ease the situation and render the 
discussion more profitable if he made 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 


{COMMONS} 


At the beginning of that year | 





Estimates, 1903-4. 580 


these explanations on points which had 
struck him on first examining the Votes. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL - BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) thought no apology 
was needed from the right hon. 
Gentleman for explanations which 
only anticipated inquiries which 
obviously must be made. They were 
now led to believe that they were 
emerging from the penumbra of the 
South African war. It was time that 
this should be so, and the Committee 
would be relieved to have this assurance, 
With regard to the new sub-head B.B. 
to Vote 6, “ Expenditure in connection 
with Imperial military railways, 
£900,000,” he wished to know whether it 
was not within the cognisance of the War 
Office at the time of the ordinary Esti- 
mates. When new items of large amount 
were introduced into the Supplementary 
Estimates or a small amount in the 
original Estimate was swollen into) a 
large amount by these Estimates they 
began to wonder whether, human 
nature being what it was, there was 
not a little temptation to produce a 
somewhat more favourable Budget than 
circumstances really justified, by post- 
pening till the Supplementary Estimates 
expenditure which might very well have 
been anticipated. Even the appearance 
of such a procedure was to be avoided, 
but certainly some of these items had 
that appearance. The same observations 
were applicable to sub-head M.M. in 
Vote 7, ‘‘Compensation claims in South 
Africa, £600,000.” Why was this not 
provided for in the original Estimate? 
If not, why not? The loose and sum- 
mary figures used in these Supple- 
mentary Estimates roused, he would 
not say suspicion, but a little of that 
surprise which the right hon. Gentleman 
appeared to have experienced himself 
when he had to look intothem. For the 
compensation claims there was the round 
figure £600,000, for the item B.B., 
£900,000,-and under sub-head E., excess 
appropriations in aid, in the entry “ Pro- 
ceeds of sale of cast and other animals, 
£1,000,000,” there was no great evidence 
of exact calculation in these figures. 
These deductions of excess appropriations 
in aid had been carried to a length never 
contemplated when they were _ first 
authorised. One of the reasons for the 
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authorisation was that some departments, 
as, for instance, the Admiralty, were 
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| played as a whole. The Army expendi- 
| 


ture this year amounted to £36,945,000, 


deterred from selling old and superfluous | and it was almost impossible to tell what 
stores because the money would go to | portion of this wasa permanent recurring 


the Treasury instead of being retained | yearly charge. 


With regard to these 


by the Admiralty; but when they came | Supplementary Estimates, he had tried 


to deal with large sums like this there 
was apt to be coniusion in the account 
and an uncertainty as to how far they 
might not be paperfigures, which wasmuch 
to be deprecated. Another characteristic 
of these figures was the disproportion 
between them and the figures in 
original Estimate. These disproportions 


were especially remarkable in the items | 


the | 


of pay to the Colonial contingent, Im- | 
perlal Yeomanry, and gratuities to the | 


troops for active service, for which they 
were now asked £899,000, £159,909, and 
£100,000, .as compared with £5,000, 
£10,0), and £3,000 in the original Esti- 
mate. In regard to the China payment, 
it was surely known that that would 


probably come into account this year, | 


and ought therefore to have been 


vided for. 


pro- 

Another feature of Estimates 
was the discrepancy between the figures 
and the promises of the Government. 
He would take the case of Somaliland. 
He was discuss the 


' 
these 


not going to 


merits of the policy; enough was not | 


known of it to enable him to do so. 
But on I&th June the Secretary of 
State for War stated — 


« The expenditure up to date on the Somali- | 
land expedition amounts, so far as can be | 


estimated, to about £400,000, as against 
£500,000 voted in last year’s and the present 
Estimates.” 

They had therefore about £100,000 in 
hand then, and now the Committee were 
asked to vote another £1,600,000, On 20th 
July the present Postmaster - General 
siid— 

. * As regards future operations, we are now 
in communication with General Egerton, but it 
would, of course, be impossible to publish the 
detailed action proposed. Further, it is not 
possible at present to calculate the possible ex- 
penditure, but there is no intention whatever 
of undertaking enterprises involving fresh 
expense.” 

In view of these statements he thought 
further explanations were required both 
as to form and as to figures, apart 
altogether from the merits of the policy. 


But more important than the details 
was the overwhelming expenditure dis- 
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| to discover what proportion of the ex- 
penditure was of a permanent recurring 
yearly future charge, and what pro- 
| portion was in payment of something 
/past and done with. He had tried 
| to find out what proportion represented 
'expenditure which would go on year 
| after year. The broad fact was that in 
1895 the Army cost £18,000,000, and, 
keeping out war expenditure, before the 
present Estimates were presented, the 
close on 


| cost was £30,000,000, an 
increase of £12,000,000. The Navy 
was to cost this year £35,727,000, 


as against £17,545,090 in 1895, there- 
fore the Army expenditure had gone 
up 50 per cent. and Naval expendi- 
ture 100 per cent., £30,000,000 for both 
services having been added since the 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite came into 
When dealing with the first 
Supplementary Estimates of the year, 
they were entitled to consider the whole 
question of expenditure and make a com- 
parison between the total expenditure for 
those two years. In 1895, the whole 
national expenditure was £93,918,000, 
and this year it was £139,199,000, an in- 
crease of £45,009,000, or, with Sup- 
plementary Estimates, £49,990,000. 
Within ten years there had been an in- 
crease of over 50 per cent., and this 


power, 


| quite apart from the sum expended upon 


| the war. 
| diminution, 


There was no sign whatever of 
the truth being that an 


|attempt was being made to create in 
} * ns ai oge 
| this country a first-class military Power 





as well as a first-class naval Power, 
without any clear idea, so far as the 
country knew, why this should be done. 
A new council was created, possibly to 
arrange a rational basis for a wholly 
irrational departure. ‘he increase would 
absorb twice over the product of the 
income-tax in 1895; it would practically 
swallow up the whole of the estimated 
receipts of the tax for the present year. 
That showed the rate at which expendi- 
ture was now goingon. How much of the 
estimated taxation of this year would be 
required to find the sum of £65,000,000, 
or £66,000,000, which represented the 
U 
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cost of these two services. The income 
and property tax would not cover 


half, and the whole of the receipts from | 


Customs, amounting to £34,000,000, would 
be required to make it up. 
1895 scale of taxation, to which all except 
tariff reformers would be glad to return, 
the receipts from income-tax, Customs, 
Excise, and stamps, would be required to 
maintain the fighting services. He had 
already given a comparison between 
1895 and this year, and he had stated 


that there were no signs of diminu-| 


tion. The Government appeared to be 
unrepentant and unable to take any steps 
in the direction of economy ; these small 
wars might almost be regarded as part 


of the normal expenditure of the coun- | 


try, and so they drifted along. But 
not from want of serious warnings. 

Speaking at Bristol, after his resigna- 
tion in 1902, the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Bristol said— 

“They should remember that he had told 
them that in the last seven years the ordinary 
expenditure of the country had increased at a 
rate of no less than £5,500,000 a year. 
They could not go on in that way. They 
must stop the rate of increase. If they did not 
what would happen? He would tell them 
what would happen. A shilling ineome-tax 
would be utterly insufficient for the needs of 
the country even in timeof peace; and all the 
people who complained now of the little, the 
small taxation that had been imposed upon 
sugar and corn, would be face to face with 
heavy taxation, not only perhaps on those 
articles, but on other great articles of popular 
consumption. They would have changed their 
fiscal system from a system of light taxation 
which had prevailed during the last forty years, 
and under which the industries of the country 
had been enormously developed, to a system of 
heavy taxation which would keep those in- 
dustries down.” 

His resignation, as he told the House 
last June, was due to the indifference with 
which his remonstrances were received by 
his colleagues. Proceeding, the right hon. 
Gentleman said— 

“IT had protested as Chancellor of the 
Exchequer for years against that growth of 
expenditure. I had protested to my colleagues, 
I had protested to this House; and I had 
endeavoured to show to the country what I 


thought were the great dangers to our finance | 


of that growth, because it must never be forgot- 
ten that that growth has been far in excess of 
the automatic growth of our revenue. 


my protests and my sermons were received with | 


indifference. But I am thankful to think that 
there has been a turn in the tide.” 


Where was the turnin the tide? Then 
he went on to refer to his successor, the 


Sir IL, Camplell-Bannerman. 


{COMMONS} 


Taking the | 


Well, Sir, | 
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‘late Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
his Budget speech promising a consider- 
able reduction in the Army expenditure 
in the course of the next year or two. 
He would now pass on to what the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Croydon 
| said as Chancellor of the Exchequer— 

“As regards Army expenditure I hope we 
may be able to make considerable reductions in 
the next year or two as reorganisation on a 
| normal peace footing becomes complete.” 

But both these right hon. Gentlemen, 
admirable preachers and prophets, were 
‘now on the Back Benches with none of 
the little influence they once possessed 
with the Government. The Secretary of 
State for War had lately told them that 
he looked for no reduction in the expen- 
diture, but he said they were getting 
/better value for their money. The 
‘present Chancellor of the Exchequer 
belonged to the school believing: in 
increased taxation on a scientific basis, 
and believed that taxes were only just 
beginning their career, and that the 
revenue they produced under these cir- 
cumstances wou!d be a mere by-product. 
That was the opinion of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AusteN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): But the right hon. 
Gentleman is not reading from my speech. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said he was not quoting the right hon. 
Gentleman’s actual words, but what he 
had stated was the legitimate deductior 
from his speech. [MryisTeRIAL cries of 
“Oh, Oh!”] There had been efforts on 
the part of successive Chancellors of the 
Exchequer to check the growth of ex- 
penditure, but the efforts had been 
unavailing, and the present financial 
| situation demanded the earnest attention 
of the House. A day should be allotted 
for consideration of the situation before 
the House was committed to this expen- 
diture. This was called for by several 
circumstances. There was the expecta- 
‘tion of reduction in expenditure held 
out afew months ago and not fulfilled; 
| there was the suspension of the £30,000,000 
\from the Transvaal, which naturally 
'disturbed the financial position of the 
' country; there was the fact that half the 
‘taxation imposed for the war had not 
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been removed, nor was it likely to be> 


removed; and the revenue prospects 
were most unfavourable. He regretted 
to say that the Government and the 
House seemed to have lost hold, to a 
large extent, on expenditure. He urged 
that the House should assert itself and 
have a full and searching examination 
and discussion upon this subject, which 
was as near to the prosperity, happiness, 
and future of the country and the Empire 
as any subject in which the House could 
be engaged. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he entirely agreed with the right 
hon. Gentleman that it was most desir- 
able that an opportunity should be 
afforded of discussing what he ventured 
to think was the most grave and serious 
financial situation into which this country 
was gradually drifting. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The general finan- 
cial situation of the country is not open 
lor discussion on this Vote. That will 
come up on the Budget. The hon. 
Member is not entitled to discuss that 
on the War Office Supplementary 
Estimates. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he quite 
recognised that. He was referring to the 
suggestion which the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the Opposition was 
allowed to make, and which he presumed 
it would not be out of order to refer to. 
He was about to say that he hoped the 
day would come, because this was not 
the day, when such a discussion would 
be in order. The seriousness of the 
financial situation was by nothing so 
absolutely proved as by this very Estimate 
now before the Committee. He thought 
an Estimate of this sort was absolutely 
unexampled, and if the Committee would 
permit him he would show why. This 
was an Estimate which professed to be 
tor £2,700,000. As a matter of fact it 
was an Estimate for £9,500,000. The 
original War Office Estimates for this 
year were £37,600,000. Now, the Com- 
mittee were asked to add to this sum 
£6,100,900. The original appropriations 
in aid for this year were £3,740,000. The 
Committee never voted that sum. The 
Committee could not in any way deal 
with appropriations in aid. It could 
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neither add to nor diminish them, and 
for the sufficient reason that it was not 
the House or the Committee that granted 
appropriations in aid. It was the 
Treesury acting under an Act of 
Parliament. The Committee were now 
asked to authorise an additional ex- 
penditure of £6,100,000, and an addi- 
tional appropriation in aid of £3,400,000, 
and he submitted that instead of deduct- 
ing the one from the other, the one 
should be added to the other. The first 
remark he had to make was that this 
was nothing less than enormous. He 
reminded the Committee that the original 
net Vote of last year was £34,250,000. 
The addition to this of £6,100,000 repre- 
sented an addition to the expenditure of 
nearly 20 per cent. on the original Vote. 
What was the justification of a Supple- 
mentary Estimate? ‘There was no 
justification whatever in ordinary times 
for any Supplementary Estimate at all. A 
commonly prudent Government had no 
Supplementary Estimates. A Supple 
mentary Estimate before this Government 
came into office was of rare occurrence, 
and when there was a Supplementary 
Estimate it was for £100,000 to 
£200,000. But since 1895 the average 
had been £2,000,000 to £3,000,000 of 
Supplementary Estimates. He was pre- 
pared to admit that occasions might 
arise when the Government was unable 
to foresee with accuracy, or even with 
a moderate approach to accuracy, the ex- 
penditure of the year. New circumstances 
arose, and these were the only things that 
justified the Government in coming to 
the House for an entirely new grant of 
money. Therefore, whenever a Govern- 
ment came to the House with a Supple- 
mentary Estimate, it came as it were with 
a rope round its neck. It was bound to 
justify every item of that Estimate, and 
to show in respect of every item that it 
consisted of expenditure on matters which 
could not possibly be foreseen when the 
original Estimate was presented. 


The Secretary of State for War had said 
that he was taking a course to-day which 
was inconvenient, but it was one which he 
thought was convenient, and he thanked 
him for doing so, and for making a 
statement at the beginning of the 
discussion. He followed the right hon. 
Gentleman’s statement throughout, and he 
was bound to say that in his opinion it 
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entirely failed to show that the circum-{or two?” and the reply was “No, I 


stances were such that this extra ex- 
penditure the Committee were now asked 
to sanction, could not have been foreseen 
when the Estimates were presented last 
year. On the contrary, some of the 
remarks of the right hon. Gentleman 
tended to show that they could have been 
foreseen. For instance, he told the Com- 
mittee that certain items referred to 
matters which were finally closed two 
years ago, and that others referred to 
expenditure which was really incurred four 
years ago, but had not yet been brought 
into account. Why were these items 
brought forward now? Our system was 
annual, Things were supposed to be cleared 
up and ended at the close of each year, 
and, if we were to have this new system 
introduced, we should have our financial 
system worked on the plan followed in 
France where, by the introduction of what 


was called an “ Exercise,” accounts were | 


sometimes dealt with ten or eleven years 
after the date to which they referred. 
He thought they were approaching that 
now. It seemed to him that some of the 
items here were such as must inevitably 
have been foreseen at the time, and 
certainly they ought not to have been 
left so late as this. ‘The last item of the 
Vote was £600,000 for ‘‘South Africa— 
Compensation Claims.” There had been 
discussion after discussion in this House 
on that matter, and they had voted 
sums up to millions for compensation 
claims. How could the Government 
say now that this was expenditure of an 
unexpected nature, and that at no 
previous portion of the year could it 
have been foreseen? How that could be 
contended he could not conceive. The 
same might be said of almost every item. 
He was not complaining of the items; 
they might be quite correct, but he was 
complaining of their being put before 
the Committee in a Supplementary 
Estimate. When the Public Accounts 
Committee were sitting he remem- 
bered asking with respect to 
several of the matters indicated here. 
He asked an official from the War Office 
what was the total amount of such and 
such an expenditure—referring to ex- 
penditure by officers in the field. That 
official was a very able man indeed, but 
his reply was “I cannot tell you.” He 
asked “Can you tell me within a million 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


cannot.” That was the state of mind to 
which the War Office was reduced by 
Scuth African expenditure. That ex- 
| penditure was of the most lavish kind, 
| There was practically no sort of Estimate. 
|The right hon. Gentleman had referred 
to the item of £1,000,000 for ‘‘ Proceeds 
| of sale of cast and other animals, ete,” 
How could £1,000,000 be the wiping out 
of the whole account? When they 
wiped out an account they got the 


|pounds, shillings, and pence. There 
| was no finality about £1,000,000. With 
regard to Appropriations in aid he 





reminded the Committee that they were 
in a somewhat different situation. They 
| were made, as he had pointed out, by the 
| Treasury acting under the Public 
| Charges Act, and the House had no con- 
trol over them. Let the House observe 
‘that this Supplementary Estimate repre- 
|sented two huge mistakes—a mistake of 
£6,100,000 on the original Estimate, and 
a mistake of £3,400,000 on the Estimates 
of the Appopriation in aid. Such large 
mistakes, he fancied, had never been 
made before. He would not enlarge on 
that now, although he should object later 
on to the great vice of Appropriations in 
aid. They meant the withdrawing of 
the control of this House from the 
finances of the country. Last year they 
amounted to no less than £13,000,000, 
and this year they would probably 
amount to still more. He most earnestly 
begged the attention of the House and 
the Committee to the growing practice of 
the Government in meking Estimates 
which were not to be trusted, and of 
coming in with Supplementary Estimates 
which were not justifiable and which 
played a part of a most dangerous 
character in dealing with Approovriations 
in aid, 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) said 
he agreed with the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn that the Government in 
laying before the Committee Supplemen- 
tary Estimates like this were practically 
presenting a second Army Budget for the 
year. When the Committee came to go 
into the discussion of details it would be 
found, from those enormous sums asked for 
from the Committee, that the Estimates 
of the various sub-heads a year ago turned 





out to be absolutely fallacious. The 
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right hon. Gentlemaa the Secretary for | disagreement between the War Office and 
War in the few remarks with which he had | the Colonial Office for two years past ; and 


opened the debate did not make any 
attempt to justify the conduct of the War 
Office. 
a few observations on 
large charges, 
these large charges, which might have been 
foreseen, had not been entered in round 


| 


The right hon. Gentleman made | 
several of the | 
but he did not say why | 


figures in the Estimates for the current | 


vear. There was the large figure of 
£800,000, payments to the Colonial con- 
tingents. The War Office must have 
known that a large sum of that sort 
was outstanding to the Colonies and that 
it would probably, and ought to, come 
in for payment in the current year. 
Why then was it not put in? With 
what countenance could the Government 
justify presenting an Estimate for £5,000 
at the beginning of the year and in the 
month of February bringing in a Supple- 
mentary Estimate for £800,000? The 
right hon. Member the Secretary for War 
did not attempt to explain how it was that 
the War Office should be ignorant of the 
existence of a claim of this magnitude. 
In the next head the original Estimate 
was for £10,000, now it was £150,000 : and 
in the third the paltry sum of £3,000 was 
in the original Estimate, now it was 
£100,000. Whence came that? Surely 
the Committee had a right to demand 
that a department should have a 
little more foresight as to the 
amount of the claims that must neces- 
sarily come in during the currency 
of the vear. If all this confusion 
was true in regard to these particular 
charges, it was still more so in regard to 


the China charges. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that this was money 


that ought to have come in course for 
payment on 3lst March, 1903 ; therefore 
it must have been known that it was due. 
Why, then, was it not in the Estimates ? 
He had doubts that the delay was in the 
India Office ; because he had found that 
very often it was the War Office that was 
responsible. The Committee had a right 
to some excuse or explanation how it came 


to pass that no sum whatever had been | 


inserted in the earlier 


Estimates of the | 


year for the £900,000 forImperial Military | 


Railways and £600,000 for South Africa— | 56 great on the next 


The right hon. | 


mein Claims ? 


(rentleman himself allowed that these had | £137,000 and £130,000. 


if there was going to be such a vast sum 
placed on the charges for the current 
year it should have been in the original 
Estimate. 


This criticism applied with even 
greater force in regard to the Ap- 


propriations in aid. The hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn, who had referred to this 
subject, did not point out its full gravity. 
He could quite understand that at the 
conclusion of a great war, larger sums for 
Appropriations in aid might be coming in, 
than on ordinary occasions ; and the War 
Office might fairly come forward with 
some justification for what took place last 
year and the year before. The war came 
to an end in June two years ago and the 
expectations of the War Office were con- 
siderably thrown out of gear. The 
Appropriations in aid went up from 
£3,430,000 to £6,130,000, because when 
the war came to an end the War Office 
wanted to sell a good deal of their 
property in South Africa ; but certainly 
that was an enormous discrepancy. In 
the previous year the Appropriations 
in aid amounted to £4,500,000, while 
in the Supplementary Estimates there 


was an additional sum of £5,500,000 
or a total of £10,000,000. The 
war having come to an end a 


careful department might have antici- 
pated that a very large sum must come to 
the credit side of the account, and if that 
was the case last year, @ fvrtiort it should 
have applied this year, when the war had 
heen finished for more than a year and 
a half, and when the War Office must 
have been aware of what they had to 
sell in the shape of cast horses and other 


animals, provisions, forage, stores, and 
materials, but there was as great a 
discrepancy as in preceding years. 


Under Vote 6 for the sale of cast horses 
and other animals the yearly Estimate 
was £77,000 while the Supplementary 
Estimate was £100,000, but the dis- 
crepancy was even greater in the case 
of sales of provisions, forage, and supplies. 
In the Estimates for the year the 
amount given was £76,800, while in the 
Supplementary Estimates it was 
£1,600,000. The discrepancy was not 
item—Stores 
| £650,000 and £500,000; and for Materials 
But putting 


been outstanding sources of quarrel and‘ the four items together the amount in 
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the original Estimates was £941,000 
and the sum now given in the Supple- 
mentary Estimates was no less than 
£3,430,000 or an increase of 350 per 
cent. 
from the head of the War Office some 
statement to account for the hopeless 
error into which the War Office had 
fallen. This matter was important 
because it would become, under the 
existing system, almost impossible in 
future for students to discover the real 
cost of the war. He thought that it 
was of the greatest importance that 
the Public Accounts Committee should 
devise some alteration of the present 
practice, in the direction of simplification 
of the accounts of payments usually put 
under the heading of Appropriations in 


aid. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY ro 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bromiey 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield) said 
that he did not intend to follow the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite into the 
regions of prophecy. He would en- 
deavour to answer the considerable 
number of Questions that had been put 
to the best of his ability, and if he did 
not make himself perfectly clear he 
hoped hon. Members would be indulgent. 
The hon. Member for King’s Lynn had 
referred to these Estimates as altogether 
unexampled, and had suggested that 
there was something improper in applying 
Appropriations in aid to meeting deficien- 
cies in the Army Estimates. There was, 
however, nothing new in the practice, and 
if the hon. Member thought there was 
anything improper in it, he was surprised 
that he did not make the same speech 
last year. While we were at war it was 
absolutely impossible to arrive at an 
exact estimate of the cost of particular 
services. As to the question of the ex- 
penditure upon Imperial military railways, 
upon which he had been asked a question, 
he thought he could make the matter 
quite clear. So faras the War Depart- 
ment was concerned it was only an affair 
of book-keeping, and 
passed, These railways had belonged to 
the Transvasl and the Orange River 
Colonies, and had been captured as prizes 
of war by our Army. During the war 
they were worked by the military authori- 
ties as military railways, and on the con- 

Mr. Buchanan, 


{COMMONS} 


Surely they had a right to expect | 
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| clusion of hostilities they were handed 
over to the Colonial Government. Their 
_price had been a matter of discussion 
‘between the War Department and the 
Colonial Office, and finally a sum oj 
| £1,250,000 had beenagreed upon. When 
he took office that sum was regarded as 
due to the War Department, but in the 
last few weeks it had been realised that 
under the South African War Loan Con- 
tribution Act, 1903, all moneys over and 
above £3,500,000 paid by the new Colonies 
must go, not tothe relief of taxation, but 
to relief of the National Debt. It there- 
fore became necessary in the Estimate 
now presented to write off £900,000, 
£350,000 of the amount having been 
already charged against the Army Votes 
in the form of stores supplied from stock. 
So far as the War Department were con- 
cerned, they realised that if, and when, this 
sum was paid over it would not go to 
them but would go in relief of the National! 
Debt. 


The hon. Member turned to the excess 
of Appropriations in aid, and said he 
had been asked what was the meaning 
of the £1,000,000 shown. He explained 
that when the transports ceased to be 
required they contained a large quantity 
of coal; that receipts from the sale ot 
transport animals in South Africa, other 
than the Transvaal and Orange River 
Colonies, amounted to £440,000; and 
that animals and vehicles in the Trans- 
vaal and Orange River Colonies accounted 
for £410,000. Altogether there were 
items amounting toabout £1,000,000; but 
he did not suggest that that would be 
found to be the precise sum. 


Mr. LOUGH: Then if we have not to 
pay it, why should it be in the Estim- 
ates ¢ 


Mr. BROMLEY-DAVENPORT said 
that it was because they had sold the 
railway, for which they had paid nothing. 
to the Colonial Government for £1 ,250.()0. 


no money had | 


*Sir EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter): 
Why, if nothing is being paid, should we 


haveasum onthe Estimates of £900,000 ? 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: It is 
put down to balance our account, to 
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show that we no longer take credit for 
the sum of £900,000. 


*Sir EDGAR VINCENT: But that 
really is noexplanation. Because youdo 


not receive a sum which you expected, are | 
you justified in stating that you are | 


going to spend a sum which you do not 
intend to spend at all? ‘ 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: I am 
told that it is necessary to show it in this 
way. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that 
there would have been an Appropriation 
in aid to the extent of the £900,000, 
which would have been in reduction of 
the amount payable on the Supplementary 
Votes which they now had to pay. But 
that amount they now realised would not 
be paid, and, therefore, the original charge 
on the Supplementary Votes would not 
be met by a corresponding Appropriation 
inaid. In that sense they would have 
to pay £900,000 more out of the Army 
Votes. 


*Sik EDGAR VINCENT: To whom? 
Who is the money to be paid te. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Might I ask one question? Take the 
next item, “Cast horses, £1,000,000.” 
The hon. Gentleman takes credit in an 
Appropriation in aid for cast horses. 
Now supposing it was found, when that 
amount was gone into, that that was a 
mistake and that the amount was only 
£500,000. Would the hon. Member put 
the £500,000 down as having been spent 
on cast horses ? 


Sik HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): Are we to under- 
stand that the Estimates presented 
and approved by the House last April 
are £1,250,000 less than they ought to 
have been because you expected this 
amount to come back ? 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
he was sorry he could not answer that 
Question ; he did not look into the matter. 
He desired to make it quite plain. This 
sum would not be deducted from the 
Estimate. He was told that it was neces- 


sary to include it for book-keeping pur- | 
poses. We had paid no money and had 
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|received no money. As regarded the 
| Yeomanry accounts, he thought that, in 
| view of the conditions under which the 
/men were recruited, coming as they did 
from many parts of the world, and re- 
| ceiving different rates of pay, it was rather 
unreasonable to expect that the accounts 
should be completely and accurately 
wound up so soon after the conclusion 
ofthewar. Astothe China expeditionary 
force, the Vote comprised money 
expended to the amount of £400,000. 
There were, however, surplus Appropria- 
tions in aid amounting to £200,000. 
The old system of conducting a war was 
by a Vote of credit, and he was not quite 
sure, from the point of view of this House, 
whether that was not better. Hon. 
Members, at all events, then knew the 
amount for which they were re- 
sponsible in any year. But it became 
much more difficult when a war was 
conducted not by the War Ottize but by 
the India Office. The accounts were 
made up in China; they were then sent 
to India to be checked and audited, and 
were then sent to the War Office, by 
which they were presented to this 
House. That might be undesirable 
but it was in strict accordance with 
the recommendations of the Finance 
Committee. The expedition to China 
was in 1901, and though the delay in 
getting these accounts, he admitted, was 
most undesirable, still it was unavoidable. 
The same would apply to the Somaliland 
operations which were being conducted 
by the Indian Government. With regard 
to the compensations claims, £600,000, 
that was made up of three amounts, as 
hon. Members knew, in 1903. The Trans- 
vaal and Orange River Colonies agreed to 
take £3,000,000 in satisfaction of those 
claims. £1,500,000 was paid by us in 
1902 and it was estimated in 1903 that the 
total amount of these claims amounted 
to £4,500,000, and the two Colonies 
agreed to accept £3,000,000 in satisfac- 
tion. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) congratulated the hon. Member on 
his first appearance as a member of the 
Government supporting the Estimate 
before the Committee, and said had the 
hon. Member been more frequent in his 
attendance before he occupied his present 
position, when the Estimztes were dis- 
cussed, he would not have imagined that 
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the hon. Member for King’s Lynn was 
making the protest he had made for the 
first time. It was not the first nor the 
fifth time that the hon. Gentleman 
and many others had made the same 
protest. The hon. Member had been 
speaking for twenty-five minutes in ex- 
planation of the military expenditure on 
South African railways but he could not 
even now pretend that he understood 
what those explanations were. So far as 
he had been able to gather the original 
statement contained an item of Appro- 
priation-in-aid of £900,000 which was 
wrong. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
he found that he was mistaken in the 
~tatement he had made. He found that 
the £900,000 was actually spent and 
that it was now only charged against 
the Army Vote because it had not been 
repaid. It was anticipated that it would 
he repaid and it was admitted by the 
Colonies that it was due. As a matter 





of fact £350,000 was repaid, but the re- 
maining £900,000 which was expended | 
could not be repaid, and therefore had to 
he charged against the Army Vote. 


*Sin EDGAR VINCENT: Was it 


spent on these railways ! 
Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Yes. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
was obliged for the explanation but it did 
not correspond with what he understood 
the Secretary of State for War to say. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said there 
Was no discrepancy. This amount of 
£900,000 was taken out of the Army funds 
as a temporary expenditure, and it was ex- 
pected that it would be paid back. It was 
taken, with the sanction of the Treasury, 
out ofthe Army Votes for current expen- 
diture, and it was expected that it would 
be repaid. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said it 
now appeared that this £900,000 was an ad- 
vance with the sanction of the Treasury 
from the Army funds because it was ex- 
pected that it would be repaid within a 
year; it was therefore a loan. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Ex- 





pended by the military on a railway at a 
Mr, Edinund Robertson. 


time when that railway was being worked 
by the military. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said this 
amount was nothing buta loan which was 
not repaid as they expected it would be. 
They had had four or five explanations as 
to this matter but he could not say that 
he understood any one of them. This 
question ought to be raised on an Amend- 
ment which would bring the question 
before the Committee in a definite manner, 
when, perhaps, that Committee would get a 
proper explanation fiom the Government. 
His right hon. friend the Leader of the 
Opposition in his speech had taken the 
financial ground, which was the only 
ground which could be taken in this 
matter. The right hon. Gentleman had 
shown what the amount would be if these 
items had been passed, but he omitted to 
take note of the Military Works Bill. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! This 
is not the occasion upon which to enter 
into a general review of Army expendi- 


;ture. Upon Supplementary Estimates 


the debate must be strictly vonfined to 
matters contained in those Estimates. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON te- 
marked that these Estimates so 
enormously swelled the total naval 
and military expenditure that he 
should hesitate before accepting them. 
Once these and the correspending Naval 
Estimates were accepted the gross amount 
of naval and military expenditure would 
be nearer £85,000,000 than £75,000,000. 
A large amount of the extra expenditure 
related to the unhappy war in South 
Africa, the true character of which was 
becoming day by day more visible. The 
Estimates included a sum of £3,845,000 
required for excess expenditure connected 
with South Africa. Before voting that 
sum the Committee were entitled to have 
a definite account of the total cost of the 
war to this country. Another point on 
which information was necessary was as 
to how much of these Estimates was for 
ancient and how much for current ex- 
penditure. It was recently stated that the 
present cost of the Army in South Africa 
was about £80,000 a week, but the Com- 
mittee were entitled now to ask for more 
precise information. How much was to 
be the expenditure on military services 
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in South Africa in the year ending 31st 
March, 19042 He further asked how the 
additional charge placed on the revenue 
of the country by these Supplementary 
Estimates was to be met ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN: That point cannot 
be discussed in Committee of Supply at 
all. The hon. Member must wait for 
Committee of Ways and Means. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON thought 
that possibly some preliminary sugges- 
tions might be allowed. The Estimates 
as they stood upset the financial equi- 
librium of the year, and until he was 
satisfied that that equilibrium could be 
restored he would be inclined to withhold 
his assent to the proposals. With regard 
to the item for pay to the Colonial Con- 
tingents, would the right hon. Gentleman 
state definitely what were the financial 
arrangements as to the pay of those con- 
tingents during the war, the amount paid 
tothe colonials, both from this country and 
from the Colonies, and how that pay com- 
pared with that of the British soldier. 


Mr. RITCHIE (Croydon) said there 
could be no doubt as to why the money 
was required to be voted for the railway. 
The great bulk of it had been spent on 
rolling stock. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) 
explained that of the £1,280,000, £800,000 
Was spent on new lines or on substantial 
repairs of the old lines, and £480,000 on 
rolling stock, 


Mr. RITCHIE said the question of 
how the money was spent was not very 
material, and his recollection was that 
the bulk of it went in rolling stock, but, 
of course, the right hon. Gentleman was 
better informed as to that than he was. 
The course which had been adopted in 
bringing the matter before the Committee 
was perfectly plain and justifiable. In 
the expectation that it would be repaid 
by the Colonies the money had been 
placed to a suspense account. He had 
his doubts as to whether it would be 
repaid; he supposed that the Govern- 
ment had their doubts also, and they had 
therefore acted quite properly in coming to 


the Committee,stating they were not quite | 
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sure about the money being repaid, and 


asking the Committee to voteit. Evenif 
the money was repaid it would go to the 
National Debt, so that the Government 
were acting quite properly, though he 
was bound to say that the explanations 
which had been given left much to be 
desired. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition attributed to 
him the prophecy that the cost of the 
Army would be immediately reduced. 
He had never been so foolish as to make 
any prophecy of the kind. All he did 
was to express the feeling entertained by 
himself and his colleagues that they might 
look in the near future for a reduction in 
expenditure. These Supplementary Esti- 
mates certainly added very considerably 
to the cost of the Army for the year, but, 
in view of the fact that a great deal of 
the money had been spent so far from 
home, and that they were engaged in 
winding up a long and costly war, he 
thought that if ever a Supplementary 
Estimate for a large sum was Justified it 
wason this occasion. But when the Secre- 
tary of State for War took credit for 
having brought the war estimates and the 
expenditure nearly to an equality, he 
could not help remembering that when 
responsible for the finances of the country 
he was led by the then Secretary of State 
for War to expect, not only that there 
would be no more expenditure in winding 
up the war, but that there would be a 
surrender of several millions. Naturally 
as Chancellor of the Exchequer he was 
very pleased to hear that, and he looked 
forward to being able to present to the 
House a much more favourable Budget 
than he ultimately was able to do. 
Gradually the £5,000,000 or £6,000,000 that 
were to be surrendered dwindled away; 
further information brought the sum 
down to £3,000,000,then to £2,000,000,and 
finally there was to be a deficit. He did 
not blame the War Office in this matter, 
but when credit was taken for the correct 
estimate of the final cost he could not 
help saying that that did not agree with 
his recollection of the circumstances of 
the case. The War Office naturally had 
to accept the estimates sent them from 
South Africa, and those estimates as to 
the final cost were constantly changing. 
The conclusion he came to was that the 
financial control in South Africa left much 
to be desired. The Government were 
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apparently sensible of the fact, for he 
noticed in the Press the other day that 
they were about to send out an Audit | 
Commission to go into the whole question. | 
Going by his own experience, when in | 
office, he had no faith in any estimates of | 
expenditure sent from South Africa, and | 
he would not be in the least surprised if | 
the Secretary of State for War was disap- 
pointed with regard to these Estimates 
winding up the war expenditure. 


There was one other item of expendi- 
ture which had, he would not say 
astonished him, but at any rate 
caused him considerable disappointment. 
When this expedition in Somaliland was 
undertaken, it was not contemplated | 
that anything like this amount was 
likely to arise at all. The original idea 
was some £300,000 or £400,000, and the 
Estimates presented to the House were 
for £500,000, £250,000 one year and 
£250,000 the next year. Circumstances 
had occurred which led them to go 
beyond what was originally contem- 
plated. He attached a great deal of 
value to precedent in this matter, but 
cost what it might, no Government could 
possibly leave that country now without 
making a clean job of it and fulfilling 
the task they had undertaken there. It 
was very unsatislactory that the amount 
had been so considerable, and he con- 
fessed that he did not think they had 
seen the end of it yet. He was afraid 
they would not succeed in locating the 
Mullah, and if they did they would not 
catch him. Even if they succeeded in 
catching him, he believed that another 
Mullah would arise. He hoped some 
member of the Government would be 
able to tell them how soon they ex- 
pected the operations to be brought to 
an end. 


Mr. BRODRICK said the Secretary | 
of State for War had asked him to say | 
a word in reply to what had fallen from | 


the hon. Member opposite, and from the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Croydon in regard to this expenditure. 
He agreed with what had been said by 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn about 
the practice of introducing Supple- 
mentary Estimates. When he was at the 
War Office some years ago, alter Lord 
Randolph Churchill’s strong attacks upon 
Mr. Ritchie. 


{COMMONS} 





Estimates, 1903-4. 600 


the expenditure, a great effort was nade 
and the Supplementary Estimates’ system 
was put for a time entirely on one side, 
and for two or three years running there 
were no more Supplementary Estimates, 
and the principle was only started again 
in recent years. He thought it would be 
impossible to compare what had taken 


| place this year with any other year. 
| With regard to what had been said about 


the operations in Somaliland he would 
leave it to his right hon. friend to 
deal with the adjustments. He wished, 
however, to explain exactly what were 
the difficulties which made it impossible 
for the Government to forecast last 


| February what would be the receipts and 


the outgoings in South Africa with regard 
to these Supplementary Estimates. The 
Committee would recollect that last 
February they had not then completed 
the return of the troops, and there was a 
constant movement of troops from South 
Africa to this country which went on 
until last April. There was also the 
difficulty in regard to the stores sent out. 
The military authorities had not then 
decided what transport they were going 
to keep or what forces, and to take a 
mere survey of the stores and decide 
what amount was to be sold was a 
matter involving many months work. 
His right hon friend the Member for 
West Birmingham had not completed 
his visit to South Africa when those 
Estimates were framed, and it was in- 
evitable that an immense number otf 
questions must remain entirely unsettled, 
involving finance in which the report of 
his right hon. friend was the main de- 
ciding factor. This had especial regard 
to an item of expenditure connected with 
the railways amounting to £500,000. 
Those railways were taken over by the 
military authorities as quickly as they 
were captured, and they were administered 
purely for military purposes. They were 
broken by our enemies in a variety of 
places, all the chief bridges had to be put 
up again temporarily, and ultimately re- 
paired. Sidings and short lines had to 
be added under military control. All 
this stood at £800,000 in the War Office 
accounts, and £400,000 was for locomotives 
and other non-consumable stores. For 
'all this, after proper deductions for de- 
| preciation, they expected payment when 
| taken over by the South African Colonies 
‘from the civil authorities. That was 4 
|charge which was reasonable from the 





60 


pr 


th 





00 


de 


for 
ed 
se 


ot 
ad, 


es 
‘or 


en 
ies 
a 


601 Army (Supplementary) {22 FEBRUARY 1904} 


There were | 


War Office point of view. | 


prolonged negotiations. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER asked where | 
the working expenses of the lines came in. | 

Mr. BRODRICK said the working | 
expenses were entirely paid out of the | 
nilitary funds. The military authorities | 
naturally held that they were entitled | 
to use the lines to the fullest extent. | 
It turned out to be difficult to adjust the | 
claims of the civil authorities for wear | 
and tear of the lines held by the British 
troops, or Where they had spent money 
necessary to repair the lines. 
the case as strongly as he could from the 


He put | 
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that gentleman in South Africa. He was 
glad that the system they began at Alder- 
shot, Salisbury Plain, and in Ireland was 
now being followed in South Africa, and 
he hoped this system would in future not 
only prevent unnecessary expenditure, but 
would also bring it within the purview of 
the House earlier. He was sure that the 
House would acquit the Government of 
any desire to depart from the precedent 
of the past in this matter. 

*Sir A. HAYTER (Walsall) said he 
should like the right hon, Gentleman who 
had just spoken to tell the Committee why 
_ these items appeared at all on the Military 
| Estimates. One million had been voted 
/on two previous occasions in the Civil 
| Estimates, and now when the war was 


point of view of the War Office, and the | over these items were transferred 
case was considered by the Government} t ) the military expenses. He could 
with great care. In the end the! not understand why they had been 
Treasury agreed that this £900,000|s9 long in winding up this matter, 


should not be charged against colonial | 
Whether that was a wise policy | 


revenue. 
or not was a matter for discussion, but 
he thought hon. Members would see that 
they had no alternative but to treat that 
sum as it was treated in these Estimates. 


They could not possibly take credit for | 


the £900,000 still under discussion, upon 
which the then Colonial Secretary had 
not advised them. 


have a larger sum, and as soon as the 
sum could be settled it was brought 
before the House. He agreed that those 
charges were unsatisfactory, but in the 


course of a war, which lasted nearly three | 
years over sucha vast extent of territory, | 


such charges were unavoidable, and the 
question for the Committee was whether 
the Government had shown want of 


foresight and caution in not avoiding | 
those charges, or whether they were to | 


blame for not submitting them to the 
Committee before. He thought he had 
shown that to submit them before was 
impossible. As regarded want of fore- 
sight, he agreed that in the management 
of the finance of the war they wanted a 
better authority on the spot than 
they had in South Africa. He was 


They could not | 
charge it before, because they hoped to | 


The Estimate contained an item of 
£900,000 for “Expenditure in connection 
| with Imperial military railways in 
South Africa.” The whole of the accounts 
| for railways in Cape Colony and Natal 
had been wound up some time ago, and 
he should like to know why there had 
been this extraordinary delay in regard 
to the accounts for these military railways. 
He asked the right hon. Gentleman to 
state also why they appeared in the 
Military Estimates and not in the Civil 
| Service Estimates. Another item with 
| regard to which he wished an explanation 
was £100,000 for *‘ Gratuities to the troops 
for active service.” It was known long 
ago that the gratuities would amount to 
£1,800,000, and the amount had formerly 
been voted. He did not understand why 
this £100,000 had been leit behind. The 
item of £150,000 for the pay of Imperial 
Yeomanry in South Africa included the 
famous5s. perday. He did not intend tore- 
open that question, because it had already 
| been thoroughly thrashed out. He urged 
that the equipping of such a force should 
| be in the lands of the regular military 
| agents, because it had been found during 
|the war in South Africa that the 
| Yeomanry Committee competed with the 





attacked the other day upon this point. | agents of the regular Army for some 
He might say that the moment he took | things, with the result that the Yeomanry 
office he sent out one of the ablest men in | paid higher prices and received inferior 
the War Office to act as Lord Kitchener’s | eet S — 

adviser, and the hon. Member had brought panes 

before the House the considerable sums} *Sir EDGAR VINCENT said the 
which had been saved to this country by | House would find themselves in a 
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a practice of following all their disappoint- 
ments by Supplementary Estimates. If 
the income-tax fell behind the Estimate 
by £5,000,000 were they to have a Supple- 
mentary Estimate ? Hewould be the 
last to deny that the winding up of the 
accounts of the great campaign afforded 
some justification and excuse for con- 
siderable arrears, but he doubted whether 
this general principle altoget!er justi- 
fied the enormous Supplementary Esti- 
mates which were now before the 
House. It must be remembered that 
they had rather lost their standard of 
measurement with regard to the 
Estimates. This £6,000,0C0 represented 
no less thun twopence on the income- 
tax, andthat wasa very large amount to 
bring before the House as a Supple- 
mentary Estimate. In addition to the 
financial obligation it imposed upon the 
country, it had this secondary effect, that 
it very largely destroyed the value of the 
discussion on the Budget. When the 
Estimates were presented about the usual 
time they were entirely falsified by the two 
extraordinary Budgets which the country 
had now to meet. He referred to the 
Supplementary Estimates and to the 
expenditure on capital account. He 
hoped that the Government, now that 
we had done with war finance, would get 
on to the peace footing with the utmost 
rapidity, and that they would do their 
best, not only in the matter of frankness 
in stating fully all the expenditure they 
expected to incur, but also in regard to 
pressing their subordinate officers not to 
make safe Estimates but correct ones, to 
present to the House budgets worth 
discussing. It had been said that the 
House of Commons had somewhat lost 
control over expenditure in general and 
military expenditure in particular. He 
ventured to press upon the Government 
the consideration of those measures for 
improving the financial control over 
expenditure which were set forth in 
the Report of the Committee on National 
Expenditure presented last July. He 
associated himself entirely with what the 
late War Minister had said in advocacy 
of decentralisation of audit. One of the 
grave defects of our financial system was 
that the audit came too late after the 
events and was conducted too much by 
persons entirely igno:ant of the kind of 


Sir Edgar Vincent. 
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expenditure they were called upon to 
control. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.) said he thought tbe hon. Gentleman 
who had just sat down had put his finger 
upon an Important point with regard to 
Army expenditure and the supervision of 
the Aimy Audit Department. He would 
not go into details, but he would say that 
the War Commission pointed out that a 
great deal of the expenditure in South 
Africa was entirely due to the fact that 
the Army Pay Department, which had the 
spending of £80,000,000, was absolutely 
unfit either by training or knowledge to 
give any sort of financial expert advice to 
the generalin the field. The late Secretary 
of State for War had alluded to the fact 
that when he had taken office he had sent 
out to South Africa an expert. He did not 
doubt that fact, but he did not think that 
it absolved the predecessor of the hon. 
Gentleman from the charge of neglect in 
not having done so before, or absolved the 
Government from responsibility for the 
increased cost of the war owing to that 
neglect. It could be clearly pointed out 
that at least two or three millions were 
lost to thiscountry by the neglect of having 
a proper financial department in the field. 
There was another point in connection 
with this expenditure upon which he 
wanted to touch. The second item of 
these Estimates was with reference to 
the ‘Pay, etc., of Colonial Contingents.” 
The personnel of the Army Pay Depart- 
ment in South Africa was only half what 
it ought tohave been. Instead of having 
130 they had only 65 paymasters, and 
instead of having a force of 500 clerks 
they had only 250, and that was the 
reason all these accounts had fallen so 
hopelessly into arrear, It was not only 
the difficulty of collecting accounts from 
mobile forces, dispersed battalions or 
scattered departments of the Army, 
which rendered the collation of these 
accounts impossible, but it was due 
largely to the fact that, owing to the 
absence of paymasters in the field, no 
accounts in many cases were kept at all. 
These were the reasons why more than 
a year after the close of the war they 
got in accounts for £800,900 for the pay 
of the Colonial Contingent, and £150,000 
for the pay of the Yeomanry. Both of 
these forces had been disbanded more 
than a year ago. However difficult it 
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might be to supply the accounts at the 
time, there was no excuse except the 
want of personnel in the Pay Department 
for their not having long ago reached 
the War Office. The Secretary of State 
for India was a confirmed optimist. He 
came down to the House when Secretary 
of State for War day alter day, and told 
them that all was well in every branch 
of the Army, that the accounts were in 
perfect order, and that, in fact, not a 
word of justifiable criticism could be 
offered in regard to the whole system. 
Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman 
could not speak freely so long as he 
sat on the Treasury Bench, but if he 
was free to speak he would admit, now 
that he had quitted the War Office, 
with which he was so long connected, that 
all was not so well there as he had repre- 
sented to the House. 


The test of good administration was 
not how much they spent, but how much 
value they received for what they did 
spend. The first was a mere spendthrift 
policy, and invariably brought those 
adopting it into the bankruptcy court. 
That was where the Government was 
landing this country in the matter of 
Army expenditure. It had been pointed 
out that the Army Estimates for the 
current year amounted to £43,000,000, 
of which this Supplementary Estimate re- 
presented something like a fifth ; and the 
official explanation was that no accounting 
had been at all possible. All this was 
merely the aftermath of the war. The 
Government scattered their millions in 
every direction, and they could not 
he surprised if, when they were not 
really winding up but trying to wind 
up the expenditure they found it had 
very largely exceeded the Estimates. 
The late Secretary for War said that after 
the remonstrances of Lord Randolph 
Churchill the custom of presenting 
Supplementary Estimates ceased. He 
wished the recent remonstrances from 
both sides of the House against the uncon- 
trolled extravagance of the present Govern. 
ment had had the same effect. Take the 
case of the Colonial Contingent. While a 
great deal of this expenditure was due to 
the lack of accounting, a great deal was 
also due to lack of preparation for war. 


The pay of the Colonial Contingent had | 


heen throughout the campaign a source of 
the greatest difficulty for the authorities 
out there and the War Office at home. 
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Despite the fact that in previous wars 


Colonial Contingents had been utilised, 


the experiences of the officers had never 
been collected and collated. Until three 
months ago the Government knew nothing 
about the organisation necessary to start 
a similar force. They were presenting a 
bill for £800,0000 to the House when the 
services of one officer for six months at 
an expenditure of £500 would have 
given the War Office the necessary in- 
formation. This was a practical point, 
and he hoped the Secretary for War 
would do something in this direction in the 
course of hisreorganisation. These might 
be small items but they went to make 
up a large whole, and the proper super 
vision of them would contribute to the 
smooth working of the organisation. The 
Imperial Yeomanry were charged in this 
Supplementary Estimate with £150,000. 
A late Secretary for War had said 
that that corps was an audacious innova- 
tionand he decided to leave them to their 
own resources. And what was the result / 
Over £10.000,000 had been expended in 
South Africa on these colonials, and with 
the present Vote the amount came to 
something over £11,000,000. Surely 
that was a subject worth consideration. 
When similar cases arrived a large sum 
ought to be saved by the careful prepara- 
tion beforehand of the details of success- 
ful organisation. 


*Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyll) said he 

should like to know to whom the rail- 

ways under discussion belonged, who 
worked them, and who got the 

profits. According to the Under-Secretary 

for War these railways in the Orange 
River Colony and the Transvaal were 
taken over during the war and therefore 
he presumed they passed into our 
possession for nothing. An expenditure 
of £900,000 had been incurred on them, 
and under those circumstances one would 
think these railways were a very valuable 
asset, and he should like to know who 
received the profit, for surely they ought, 
to pay more than their working 
expenses, and = under favourable 
circumstances there ought to be a 
considerable balance to the good. 

He presumed the railways were now the 
property of the British taxpayer, and 
that being Imperial military railways they 
were managed by military officers, but 








. 


607 
under whatever circumstances it must be 


manifest that there must be a profit out 
of the working of the line. 
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*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that in 
answer to the hon. Gentleman who had 
spoken he meant to state that the rail- 
ways to which he had referred were now 
the property of the Transvaal and Orange 
River Governments. He believed they 
were not profitable. He understood a 
great deal of expense had been incurred 
to put them in proper order after war 
usage. It should be remembered that the 
Committee were now dealing with Supple- 
mentary Estimates, of which he had had 
no previous experience, but he shared the 
view that Supplementary Estimates if 
properly presented should deal only with 
unforeseen expenditure. The hon. Mem- 
ber for East Bristol had made some 
remarks with which he _ entirely 
sympathised, and which certainly had 
great weight. The hon. Member spoke of 
the large amount of the Estimates which 
were due to excessive payments during 
the war, and he suggested what the 
remedy ought to be—a remedy which he 
was perfectly confident ought to be 
applied, and he hoped very shortly would 
be applied—and that was to provide the 
proper financial staff as part of the 
ordinary staff of every commander in 
the field. Until that was done and 
the staff practiced in time of peace to 
do what it was called upon to do in time 
of war, there would be this excess of ex- 
penditure in every campaign that was 
undertaken. A vast amount of the 
excess of expenditure was due to the fact 
that there had been no preparaiion in 
utilising the forces of the Colonials, and 
also the Volunteers from this country. 
He believed the irregularity of employing 
hundreds of men on different engage- 
ments, varying from day to day, had 
contributed largely to the expense and the 
confusion. He did not say that was 
avoidable at the time. The experiment 
having been made, however, they ought 


never to find themselves in the same 
difficulty again. They hoped very 
soon to have a scheme which would, 


he trusted, enable them to avoid these 
errors in the future. 


The right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition had found fault with him 
because he had been sparing in his refer- 
ences to expenditure, and had held out 


Mi. Ainsworth. 
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/no hope that we might ever return to 
|our normal expenditure in our Wer 
Office Estimates. If he did not think 
| that was possible he would not be stand. 
‘ing there; but he did not want to 
| anticipate what he might have to say at 
|a later date. The right hon. Gentleman 
was therefore doing him an injustice in his 
remarks on a recent Occasion in declar- 
ing that he had no hope of a reduction 
in our expenditure. That was nota cor- 
rect representation of what he had said, 
What he did say, and what he adhered 
to, was, that he was not so crazy as to 
suppose that we could, instantly and at 
|this moment, alter the scale of ex- 
penditure on the Army to any serious 
extent. That he believed to be true, 
but he should not like that statement to 
be construed as meaning that he did not 
believe we could with advantage reduce 
the expenditure on the Army. On the 
contrary, he trusted he would be able to 
give effect to the hope which he had 
expressed at no distant date. An 
hon. Member asked for information in 
regard to Somaliland. He had already 
alluded to the matter, but he might 
add that the position was this. The 
Mullah had been driven northwards, by 
the energy of General Egerton and his 
troops, to a point which was on the 
edge between our protectorate and the 
desert. We had three positions, in fact 
—one on the west, one on the south- 
west, and one on the south, near where 
the Mullah now was. It was hoped that, 
by the co-operation of the chiefs who 
occupied this corner of North-East 
Africa, the Mullah would be placed 
between four forces, and that so we 
should be able to deliver a very heavy 
blow at him. In this way an opportunity 
might be given to bring these opera- 
tions to a close with some certainty 
that the trouble would not begin all 
over again. The hon. Member for 
Walsall had asked a question in regard 
_to certain railways in South Africa, and 
a grant that had been made for re- 
placing railway stock owing to losses in 
the war. That was a purely civil trans- 
action. The Vote under discussion had 
‘simply to do with military expenditure 
and the operations on the railways 
for the purpose of moving troops. 
As to the Army Pay Department they 
were very sensible of the reforms which 
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were necessary, and he had no reason to|of the Exchequer last year with 
suppose that the hon.Gentleman’srecom- | reference to the support in the 
mendations would not receive attention. | Cabinet of the Prime Minister. Mr. 
He thought he had answered all the | Gladstone looked on a Supplementry 
definite questions which had been put to | Estimate as almost a crime on the part 
him. of the department which presented it, 


| 


| and it was no easy task to get over his 


*sim HENRY FOWLER ssid;-that|@biections. | The Estimates were cut 
with regard to the warlike operations | ae ee ie 5 ' y 

| with the intention of presenting Sup- 
in Somaliland, what they had _ to} we : 

ep f | plementary Estimates to fill up the 

complain of was that the Government | AMS tthe DRA : 
i oak in te: ee bale tell the | S°P*- They were to be regarded as a 
i "8 i C, - pe op ang em 2 | dose of medicine to be taken in the early 
ouse of Vommons what were thelr alms, | weeks of the session before the Appro- 
who would conduct the operations and 


16 j 7 ve » ¢ 163, ay Ay 2 
cist seul he tae eosbele.ant, ‘Tha! priation Bill could be passed. They were 


; - 2€ | all agreed that the Cabinet should put 
late Chancellor of the Exchequer said | gown its foot with regard to those Esti- 


that the original comparatively small | mates, but the tendency of all depart- 
Estimate for those military operations had | ments and the strong influence they were 
passed the House of Common:. The | able to exercise, enabled them to con- 
House did pass those relatively small | tinue this disastrous procedure which 
amounts very easily, but if the House had | caused the House to lose control over the 
been told that they wege only initial | expenditure of the year. He was not 
expenditure, as he might almost call it, | blaming the Government just now, because 
he thought the House would require more | no doubt war was an exceptional time ; 
information than had been given it as | one of the Supplementary Estimates was 
to the beginning of the war, who were | for £6,000,000 for the Army, and there 
going to carry it on, and what were the | was also an Estimate for the Navy of 
objectives of the Government which when | £1,500,000 or £1,750,000 and also 
achieved would bring the war to an! for the Civil Service. Look how that 
end. They had the usual paraphrases increased the taxation of the year. 
about prestige and the obligations of this | he value he attached to the debate was 
country to certain tribes who had trusted | that it directed attention to the financial 
to British authority. But the House had | Unsoundness, the tendency to extrava- 
not been given any details and did not | 82¢e; and the diminution of the control 
know what those obligations amounted | % the House of Commons, which this 
to, and how far the interests of this | "Wing practice of Supplementary Esti 
country were involved. At onetime there | ™#tes involved. 


was some doubt as to whether the war ae 
was being conducted by the Foreign | Mr. LABOUCHERE! (Northampton) 


4 ° . : 29] F; reners isCussi s —_ 
Office, but it Was no use crying over spilt | = = the — eae 
milk, they would have to ‘pay for it, | ‘Bat, military expenditure had increased. 

: : : | was increasing,and ought to be diminished, 
Although he did not share the san- i 5 5 

a! , 3 unless the country were to be absolutely 
guine expectations of the Secretary |. ‘ ‘ a 
s Sita bs Seed ‘Gin eat Ge ae ruined, and also that Supplementary Esti 
consti : po a d or PY, ‘ ‘div : d | mates had reached such a stage at present 

ous é as ré y and | 1 
re or , ‘ble T ed rs | that they had become a scandal. Those 
he r as ss > y ‘ r¢ | bal °,e ° . . 

ae a. ~ apis ‘ ee = great value | two propositions having been admitted it 
ot the debate was, however, the eliciting | : i 
fais a . » Che euerang | was their duty to thoroughly examine the 
a . parts of the House objections | divers items in the Supplementary Esti- 
od = ening Yea ge those _mates. It was no use hopping from one 
Supplementary Estimates. lere Were | to another and talking about Somaliland 
two Leaders in this House who di /one moment and the Imperial Yeomanry 
a great deal to destroy that practice. | the next. The Estimates should be 
They were Mr. W. H. Smith and Mr. | examined item by item, and they should 
Gladstone. _ Mr. Gladstone set his | have an explanation of every subject as 
face like flint against it, and in his| it appeared on the Paper. The first item 
Cabinet, too, and no such remarks was regimental pay, extra pay and mess- 
could have then been made as were | ing allowance. It was necessary to some 
male by the penultimate Chancellor | extent to give the allowance, but surely 
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the Government knew the cost of living in ° 
South Africa was greater than in England. | 
They were not told the amount of the 
extra pay that had been given. They had 
been told by the ex-Minister for War that 
the soldiers at Wellington Barracks were 
absolutely in the same condition as would 
be the miserable Chinese who were to 
be brought to South Africa to work in 
the mines. If that were the case there 
would be no necessity to vote anything, 
as the Army would be fighting as slaves. 
He should like the right hon. Gentleman 
to explain his position on that point. 
He thought the right hon. Gentleman 
ought to do something before they voted 
a further farthing for the Army, since he 
thought the position of the soldiers in 
Wellington Barracks was that which 
would be the position of the Chinese 
slaves in South Africa. An explanation 
was required before proceeding to the 
next item. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said he 
agreed with the hon. Gentleman that it 
was desirable that after a general dis- 
cussion on the Vote they should look into 
every item and have an adequate ex- 
planation. One or two matters had 
arisen during the discussion which had 
not been answered. There was the sum 
which the House was asked to vote for 
the Imperial military railways in South 
Africa. They had it that it was an item 
which they expected would be received 
from Lord Milner as representing the 
Civil Governments in South Africa. 
He wanted to know whether the right 
hon. Gentleman would lay before the 
House the correspondence which had 
passed between himself or the Treasury 
and the South African Governments with 
regard to the liability for this amount. 
Did Lord Milner acknowledge the debt 
or did he not ? 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Cer- 


tainly. 


Mr. WHITLEY asked if the corres- 
pondence would be laid on the Table. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
there was no correspondence, but a 
bargain had been settled long ago. The 
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| of the £35,000,000. 





account had to be written off so far as 


Mr. Labouch: re. 
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the Army was concerned, because it could 
not be paid to the Army account. 


 Mr.WHITLEY said that as he under- 
stood the matter the money when paid 
would be paid to the National Debt, 
Was there a contract to pay the money, 
or was there not? If there was a con- 
tract some evidence of it should exist. 
Was it as flimsy a contract as the 
bargain entered into by the ex-Colonial 
Secretary with reference to the 
£10,000,0002 There was a matter of 
£1,250,000 due to the taxpayers of this 
country from the taxpayers o! the 
Transvaal, and before it was written off 
they had a right to know whether it was 
a good or bad debt or merely a hypo- 
thetical expectation. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Does 
the right hon. Gentleman desire an answer 
now! I hardly understand what he 
means by the correspondence. There has 
been no correspondence ; it is ¢n acknow- 
ledged debt. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he was glad to 
hear that explanation. He was glad to 
have extracted so strong a statement as 
that given to the Committee and hoped 
in a few days to be informed exactly how 
the bargain stood. It was extremely 
important that the Committee should see 
how it stood and how soon the money 
was to be repaid. It was only six 
months ago that this House voted 
£35,000,000 which was handed over to 
these Colonies which they could not yet 
have spent, and if this debt was acknow- 
ledged to be due why was not it paid out 
This was only one 
illustration of the methods of finance be- 
tween the House and the Transvaal 
Government, by which we did all the pay- 
ing and the Transvaal all the receiving. 
There was a plea to be made on behali of 
the British taxpayer. With Consols below 
eighty-six it was time they constituted 
themselves the champions of the British 
taxpayer. He noticed other items, such 
as that to the South African Constabu- 
lary, £100,000, and asimilar amount with 
regard to the China Expedition. When 
these Votes were before the House last 
year they were told the amounts then re- 
quired were the final amounts. Now 
they were asked for further sums and 
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were not told whether they were final or 
not. 


* *Srr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said the Question 
of his hon. friend had been clearly 
answered by the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office, but the answer given was 
diametrically in the teeth of the account of 
thetransaction given by the late Chancellor 
of the Exchequer the right hon. Member 
for Croydon. The Financial Secretary 
had stated that this was an absolute bar- 
gain; the then Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had referred to no such bargain, 
and said he had had the gravest doubt 
whether we should ever get the money 


back at all. 


Mr. RITCHIE said he asserted there 
was no bargain at all. It was a claim 
made by the Treasury against these 
Colonies and it was contested. When he 
leit the Treasury it was still a matter of 
dispute between the Colonial Office and 
the Treasury as to whether this money 
would be repaid. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said the right 
hon. Member’s observations justified the 
statement he had made. The hon. 
Member’s impression no doubt was that 
it was a bargain, but that impression was 
not true. It was clear that there was no 
agreement, and equally clear that the 
explanation of the Government would 
have been misleading if the matter had 
not been cleared up. The matter upon 
which he rose, however, was another 
matter, and was the most important 
question which had been mentioned this 
afternoon in the course of general debate. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
of the Opposition had referred to 
a promise which he thought had 
been given last year by the then 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that there 
would be a reduction in military expendi- 
ture, and the present Secretary of State 
had used language of a definite kind at 
Liverpool in relation to that matter. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary of 
State had said it was not for him to reply 
to statements made in the previous year 
on the question of Army expenditure. 
The matter had been raised last year on 
several occasions and finally by a direct 
Question in the House, and what he (Sir 
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Charles) then understood the then Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer to mean was that 
he did look forward to a considerable re- 
duction in military expenditure in a year 
or two from that date. Unless a word 
was now said upon this point the 
Committee might be left with a very 
different impression from what they 
then had. As he understood, the Govern- 
ment did not desire to recede from what 
was then said but intimated that at a 
time of shift and change in the War 
Office they could not make any such 
change in the forthcoming Estimates, but 
that the words of the late Chancellor of 
the Exchequer were still to be relied on. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he just 
desired to make the matter of the 
£900,000 clear. The Financial Secretary 
said there was a binding contract to pay 
it. It was clear that the hon. Gentleman 
did not believe there was a binding con- 
tract, otherwise he would not have put it 
into a Supplementary Estimate. It was 
put into this Estimate because the 
Government believed it to be a bad debt, 
and they desired to write it off. If the 
Government telieved it to be a binding 
contract there would be no necessity to 
write it off. This Vote showed the Com- 
mittee for the first time a fact which 
nobody would have believed. It allowed 
a Government for the first time to 
withdraw a sum of £900,000 from a 
Vote, and devote it to a purpose for 
which it was not voted nor intended. 
The Committee voted every sum with 
the greatest exactitude, and thereby, 
as they fancied, chained up _ the 
Government, but they did nothing of 
the kind, because the Government came 
one day and said we have taken 
£900,000 from Army funds and spent it 
on two railways and we have got a lot of 
rolling stock and other things which we 
thought we should have sold and got 
the money back, but we have not and 
now we ask you to sanction this. Let 
the Committee remember that but for this 
Vote every farthing of the £3,340,000 
which was an Appropriation in aid would 
have gone to swell the old Sinking Fund. 
It was only this Vote which withdrew it 
from its proper destination, and when this 
amount was voted, as he supposed it would 
be, the result would be to deprive the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer of this 
amount which would have gone to 


X 
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diminish the Debt. He rose particulary 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he adhered to the statement 
that there was a binding contract by the 
Colonies to repay this £900,000, and if so 
why he put it in a Supplementary 
Estimate. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT re- 
minded the Committee that these transac- 
tions occurred before he came into office, 
and the information given to him was that 
it had been agreed. with the approval of the 
Treasury, to accept the round sum of 
£1,250,000. That, he thought, justified 
him in the language he had used. He 
now understood from the late Chancellor 
of the Exchequer that he was wrong, and 
that the acceptance of the sum did not 
take with it the acceptance of the Colonies, 
but the acceptance of the Treasury and 
the War Office. To that extent he was 
inaccurate in the language he had used. 


Mr. WHITLEY thought the hor. 
Member had placed the matter once 
more in a fog. Was this. agreement 
simply one between the Treasury and the 
War Office, and not between the Home 
yovernment and Lord Milner ; and did 
the hon. Member still maintain that 
there was no correspondence on the 
subject * 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that unfortunately he had not been 
present during the whole of the discussion, 
having been engaged in important business 
in another part of the House, but he 
thought the Committee had received from 
his hon. friend the Member for Croydon a 
clear account of what had taken place. 
There were included in the Appropriation 
in aid sums of money to be covered by the 
sale of stores and animals in South Africa. 
They were for sales made to the Colonies, 
and for which the Colonies did not dis- 
pute their hability, but in the present 
state of their finances it was not possible 
to recover the amount immediately, and 
therefore the Government were unable to 
take it into credit at the present time. 


Mr BUCHANAN: That is another 


explanation. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that if hon. Members would follow him 
they would see that his explanation was 
not inconsistent with what had already 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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been said. There was also a claim by 
the War Office against the Colonies for a 
sum of money expended on the railways. 
The figures of the claim were agreed as 
between the Colonies and the Govern. 
ment, but the Colonies had raised g 
counterclaim for damage done to the rail- 
ways while in the occupation of the 
troops, for wear and tear, and ‘so forth. 
That counterclaim was disputed by the 
Government, who held that they ought 
to recover the £900,000. He hoped that 
when the Colonies were in a more pros- 
perous condition the sum would be 
recovered, but nobody who knew the 
present position could think that the 
Government would be wise or indeed 
that it would be possible to press for 
immediate payment. He could not at 
the moment give the exact figures of the 
counterclaim, but the amount was very 
similar to that of the claim of this 
country. The Government did not think 
the claim a fair one, but the correspond 
ence was still proceeding on the subject. 
The Financial Secretary had been mis- 
understood. What he said was not 
that there was no correspondence, but 
that it was not in his possession. The 
Treasury supported the War Office in the 
claim they had made, and in their objec- 
tion to the counterclaim. He apologised 
for his absence during part of the debate; 
it was not due to any want of respect to 
the Committee, but because of urgent 
duties elsewhere. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said the point which had troubled him was 
not so much the absence of certain sums 
from the Appropriation in aid as the fact 
that this item of £900,000 was to come 
out of the taxpayers’ pocket, although 
the hon. Member said it was nominally 
only a question of account. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN ex- 
plained that the £900,00/) was out-ol- 
pocket expenditure from military funds 
by the War Office on these railways. 
Being the subject of a claim against the 
Colonies, it was not charged direct to the 
Votes of the year, but was kept in the 
suspense account as long as there was a 
prospect of its being recovered within a 
reasonable period. Now that the 
Government knew they could not get the 
money this year they thought the sus- 
pense account should be closed, and they 
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accordingly asked the House for the 
money. They were not writing the 
amount off as a bad dett; that would be 
a very different operation ; he still hoped 
to recover the money, which when paid 
would go to the Sinking Fund. 





Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Univer- 
sity) thought the transaction was now | 
perfectly clear. The £900,000 had been | 
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£30,000,000 of extra expenditure used 
in unproductive works must naturally 
cripple our industries, not only in the 
amount of capital available, but in the 
spendable capital for the home markets, 
which were the best customers for our 
manufactures. He wanted to know how 
far this kind of thing was to go, and he 
was curious to know how the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was to be a 


spent out of war funds, without the | drag on the wheel. The Chancellor had 
authority of Parliament, for the benefit | certainly a very uncomfortable prospect 
of the Colonies, and because there was before him so far as the Budget was con- 
no Appropriation and no Parliamentary cerned, for there never was a time in the 
sanction the expenditure was carried to | history of the country when it was 
a suspense account. The Government necessary for the right hon. Gentleman 
now found that the money would not be | to put on the brake more heavily than at 
paid by the Colonies, and at the eleventh | present. They had not only to foresee 
hour they came to the Committee of a very heavy expenditure, but a con- 
Supply to vote the money which had | siderable amount of rebellion among the 
been illegitimately spent out of war funds | British taxpayers at the heavy total 
for colonial purposes. expenditure of the year. Some of the 
|items were entirely unexplained, and as 
Mr. BRODRICK said there was really | many of them had not been sorted out in 
no foundation for the remarks of the right | the financial archives of the Treasury and 
hon. Gentleman. This money had keen | War Office, there would be con- 
expended, not for colonial purposes, but | Siderable dissatisfaction among those 
for the use of the Army: it was spent by | Who would be asked to keep up the 
the engineers solely for the purpose of | standard of the Navy. He  con- 
transporting the troops. The contention | sidered that these N otes were not only 
of the Government was that the money | bad from a financial point of view, but 
having been expended and the lines | they injured the prospects of the First 
having benefited to the extent of £900,000 | Lord of the Admiralty when he came 
that sum ought to be reimbursed by | down for a large V ote in the course of the 
the Colonies on taking over the railways. | 2€Xt few weeks, and if it were only for 
ithe sake of the Navy he should join 


| - : ' : 
Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) thought | heartily against this proposed increased 


it was clear from the explanations that | 
had been made that this £900,000 must | 
be treated as a bad debt. He doubted | 
whether the action of the Government in 
placing the sum on the Supplementary | 
Estimates had improved their chance of | 
ultimately recovering the money, as the | 
Colonies when pressed would immediately 
say, “Oh, you have already received the 
money from the British taxpayer ; we are in 
rather a bad way, and under the circum- 
stances we think we are justified in asking | 
that the matter should be allowed to lie 
where it is.” Theincident would simply 
add to the uneasiness felt both inside 


and outside the House with regard 
to the way in which Supplemen- 
tary Estimates were accumulating. 


The enormously heavy expenditure of 
the services had a great deal to do with 
the distress in all our home trades. 





expenditure. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said there 


| was another item about which they ought 


to hear something more. He gathered 
that the Government were hopeful of 
cutting off the Mullah in the north-eastern 


| portion of the province, but they ought 


to be told what was the policy of the 
Government. Did they intend to pursue 
him into the desert beyondif he escaped ? 
They knew how very elusive his forces 
were, and the escape of part of his force 
might enable him to reappear again in 
another part of the country. They 
wanted to know whether the Govern- 
ment intended to try and make some 
sort of peace, or would they go on 
pursuing the Mullah into the desert? 
The sum of £1,600,000 was now asked for, 
and they had been told in reply to a 
X 2 
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The Mullah 


upon this expedition at the rate of| had retreated across the waterless desert 
£115,000 per month. That would mean | with great loss to his troops, and he 


another £1,500,000 if it continued for | 
Before they voted this sum | 


another year. 
they were entitled to have a much fuller 
statement, or at least they were entitled 
to have another opportunity of discussing 
this practice, which had become a very 
serious drain upon their expenditure. He 
hoped a proper explanation would be 
given. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he had 
already spoken twice with regard to 
Somaliland. He was not at all sanguine 
about a campaign of this sort. The right 
hon. Gentleman had asked most fairly 
what was the policy of the Government 
in regard to Somaliland. He did not 
think it was necessary to go through the 
whole history of the expedition from its 
initiation. There was very little more to 
say about the incidents of this campaign, 
for they were tedious, difficult, and pro- 
longed. One incident was very much 
like another, except that the earlier 
attempts were marked by failure and the 
more recent ones had been marked by 
considerable success. He could tell the 
Committee the policy of the Government 
ina word. In the first place, it was on 
no account to add to our responsibilities 
or toincrease our territories. In the second 
place, it was to continue the campaign 
until they had made it reasonably probable 
that further raids upon our territory 
would not occur. He had good reason 
for believing that they were nearer the 


realisation of that hope than they had | year was a’proposal for contingents whose 


been for some time past. It was 
a fact that the position was now, 
from the military point of view, less 
unfavourable than it had been in the 
past. It had been stated that they had 
driven the Mullah into the northern 
portion of the protectorate. There was 


was now located in a district from which 
there were but limited means of escape. 
If the Mullah were to escape with an 
unbroken force and a reasonable proba- 
bility that he would recommence his 
raids, the policy of the Government 
would again be the same as that of 
any other Government under similar 
circumstances, for they would have to con- 
tinue those military operations which 
they had been compelled to undertake 
and which the Government regretted as 
much as any hon. Gentleman opposite. 
There was nothing more to be said. and 
he thought he should be simply wast- 
ing the time of the Committee if he 
elaborated at any great length the 
past history of this campaign. The 
present was satisfactory, the future was 
unknown, but the policy of the Govern- 
ment was perfectly clear. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said _ these Esti- 
mates included the pay of the 
Colonial Contingents, and this was 


one of the most important questions 


' which had been discussed that afternoon. 


a British force in his rear, and on the. 
east side there was another force co-| 


operating. The routes taken by the 
troops were governed to a large extent 
by the water supply, and therefore the 
procedure was not so absurd as some 
hon. Members appeared to think. The 
next few weeks they hoped would pro- 
duce developments which, while they 
might not be decisive, would throw a 
good deal of light upon the policy they 


Mr. Bryce. 





A large number of those items might 
perfectly easily have been foreseen and 
inserted in the general Estimates of the 
year. He did not think there was a 
single case amongst the many items 
which afforded a stronger example of 
this want of prudence and knowledge on 
the part of the War Office than this item 
of £800,000 for Colonial Contingents. 
Here in the last month of the financial 


services were rendered a year and a half 
ago, and during that time there had been 
ample opportunity, if not for definite 
settlement, at least to enable the War 
Office to have done something to meet 


these demands. The total amount 
rendered under’ Estimates for this 
item was only £5,000. The War 


Office was either so blind or in such 
a hurry or actuated by a desire 
to make its figures as low as_ pos 
sible that they grossly underestimated 
this item. One speaker had said that 
large sums had been asked for in previous 
years and there was a balance over, and 
the conclusion to be drawn from that was 
that the claims were not satisfied and 
they ought to have inserted a sum in the 
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Estimates. They ought to have some 
more satisfactory explanation from the 
representatives of the War Office on this 
subject. By not putting down an 
adequate sum in the general Estimates 
the figures had been made fallacious. He 
hegyed to move a reduction of this item 
by £10,000. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item, Vote 1, Sub-head F (B), 
Pay, ete. of Colonial Contigents (South 
Africa), be reduced by £10,000.”—(Mr. 
Buchanan.) 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham) said the point on which the Com- 
mittee were entitled to information could 
be put in one sentence. The Estimate 
last year was only £5,000, and the 
amount in the Supplementary Estimate 
was £800,000. It did not seem that that 
could be a mistake. Consequently there 
seemed to be a deliberate underestimate 
of what the total amount under this head 
would be. Perhaps it was wrong to 
impute motives before hearing the ex- 





planation, but he thought they were 
entitled to an explanation. 


Mk. RITCHIE said that so far as he | 


was concerned he must repudiate the 
suggestion that there had been any | 
attempt to deceive the House of Com- | 
mons by putting down an Estimate of | 
£5,000 when they knew the amount would 
come to £800,000. It was no doubt a 
startling increase. 


Me. COURTENAY WARNER 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield) said they did 
not suspect the Treasury of trying to 
deceive the House of Commons, but the 
War Office was quite capable of doing 
this to make things more comfortable 
with the Treasury. What they objected 
to was the taking of these sums on the 
Supplementary Estimates instead of on 
the ordinary Estimates. It seemed to have 
been supposed that a surplus of £400,000 
from the preceding year could be utilised 
in order to reduce the sum to a very 
much smaller amount, but even if that 
had been the case there would still have 
been a very large difference between 
£500,000 and £800,000. That did not 
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made. He must press for a better ex- 
planation than had yet been given on 
this point. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he had 
already explained that in the Votes of 
1902-3 there was a sum of £400,000 
available forthe purpose. Naturally, it 
was expected up to the last moment 
that this sum would come in, so as to 
enable it to be used for some portion of 
this Estimate. He did not think that 
any hon. Member would suppose that 
the £5,000 included in last year’s Estimate 
was seriously intended by the War 
O@pec officialsor by the Secretary of State 
to indicate exactly what would have to be 
paid. He was sorry there had been delay 
in the preparation and auditing of the 
accounts, but he was not responsible for 
it. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES - said it 
appeared from what the right hon. Gentle- 
man had just said that he forgot the 
character of the Vote. The £5,000 was 
for arrears of pay. It was indicated, 
therefore, that this would end the job. 


| Having cheerfully voted £5,000 to end 


the whole of the claims of the Colonial 
Contingents the Committee were this year 
confronted with a demand for an extra 
£800,000. Surely no story out of “ Alice 
in Wonderland” was more curious than 
this of the £5,000 Estimate which had 
grown to £800,000. He suggested that 
it was a step towards intercepting 
£3,000,000 which would otherwise go to 
the extinction of the National Debt. 
No Chancellor of the Exchequer and no 
Financial Secretary could ever con- 
template without the greatest horror the 
prospect of anything going to the extinc- 
tion of the National Debt. 


Mr. BRODRICK said that he was 
not responsible for the appearance of this 
sum initspresent form. Asregarded half 
the item Parliament was made aware that 
it would have to be provided, but the 
adjustment was not concluded at the 
close of the last financial year. With 
regard to a considerable portion‘of the 
remainder very large sums had been 
under dispute with the Australian colonies 
as to the precise terms on which their 





explain the whole thing. This was only 
one of a series of mistakes that had been 


contingents had to be paid, and as to 
the precise} liability of the Imperial 
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Government. This caused delay in the 
adjustment of the accounts. He could 
assure the Committee that there was 


{COMMONS} 
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| friend and vote for this reduction. He 
only regretted that it was not for the 
| larger sum. 


nothing in the nature of concealment in| 


this matter as had been suggested. He 


fully admitted that there was great 


objection, if it could be avoided, to 
afrears being brought forward in this 
way, but in this case, with regard to 
three-fourths of the money, it would have 
been absolutely impossible for the 
House of Commons to have been made 
aware of it earlier. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said he was 
entirely at aloss to understand hew 
the money was spent. Somebody in 
the House was responsible for the money 
that was expended, but one Gentleman 
after another had got up on_ the 
Treasury Bench to say that he was not 
responsible. An ex-Chancellor of the 
Exchequer also had said that he was not 
responsible. Who, then, in the name of 
wonder was responsible for the money ? 
Ministers and ex-Ministers had been 
rigging the pea about, and now it is im- 
possible to tell under which thimble it was. 
The Australian Governments scouted it, 
and the men brought an action against 
them for the payment of their 53. a day 
which was paid. Was this payment only 
an advance by the Colonies, or did these 
men get 5s. a day from the Colonies and 
5s. from the War Office? He wanted to 
know what the transaction was from the 
beginning. Last year Parliament was 
told that these arrears of pay were £5,000, 
while this year a modest little sum of 
£800,000 had been sprung upon them ; 
and yet they were informed that no one 
was responsible. The whole thing from 
beginning to end was an absurdity, and 
showed how thoroughly badly the War 
Office accounts were kept. He did not 
see on the Treasury Bench the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, who had disappeared. 
Were they to take it tacitly that the 
right hon. Gentleman held he was not 
responsible by not speaking ? The Com- 
mittee ought to put a stop at once to this 
kind of procedure, and register some kind 
of protest. The country was 
fooled, and the House of Commons ought 
to look more closely into these matters 
when they saw the wrong that had been 
done. Therefore, for his part, he would 
cheerfully go into the Lobby with his hon. 


Mr. Brodrick. 


being | 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said he wished to ask 
whoever was responsible for this Vote, 
how many men the sum represented. If 
it represented 10,000 men that meant 
that it was pay for 320 days. Then, 
when did the men actually receive the 
money in the year 1903-4, or in the 
previous year, or had they got it yet ? 
He understood that there were still some 
creditors of the War Office amongst the 
men. When hon. Members saw thie 
£5,000 on the Estimates last year, they 
understood that that was to clear up the 
accounts; and this £800,000, which 
seemed an absolutely new payment, 
required a much fuller explanation than 
had been given. 


*31in EDGAR VINCENT said the Com- 
mittee ought to be informed which 0: 
these items were token Votes and which 
were not. Were they to be told next 
year that, although they had voted 
£2,700,690, that was merely an intimation 
that there was a further sum to pay, and 
had no reference whatever to the_ real 
amount ¢ They must know whether 
these sums were final or not. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that 
his hon. friend the Member for Exeter 
would have au opportunity of judging 
when he saw the Estimates which would 
be shortly introduced. These items 
represented actual payments, and so far 
as his knowledge went they were final 
payments. If not, he should put into 
the Estimates the sums necessary to cover 
the costs. He could not tell the hon. 
Member for Dewsbury off-hand how many 
colonial troops left at a particular period 
of the year, or the number of men repre- 
sented by the vote of £800,000. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL asked 


when the men were paid. 


_ *Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER | said he 
| supposed they were paid from the be- 
| ginning of the war. The accounts fo: 
_them were not rendered by the Colonial 
| Governments till quite recently. There 
| had been two separate payments to these 
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troops, one by the Colonial Governments | 


{22 Fepruary 1904} 


Estimates, 1903-4, 626 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That sum 


and the other by our own Government | was necessary. 


on the accounts supplied by the Colonial | 
Governments, and checked by the War 
Office. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL said 
they were entitled to asx the late 
Secretary for War what were the reasons 
which induced him to fix £5,000 last year 
as being the proper amount that would 
be required. The explanation might 
probably be that so low a sum was fixed 
because it would be much easier to get 
it through the Committee, and thus take 
away the control of the House of 
Commons. 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) said he wished to know 
what happened to the £400,000 which 
was voted, but was not spent. Was 
it surrendered to the Treasury, and 
diverted afterwardsto some other purpose ? 


Mr. BRODRICK said the right hon. 
Baronet was perfectly justified in asking 
the Question. The £400,000 was not, 
spent, and was surrendered to the Exche- 
quer in consequence. The £5,000 was 
put in the Estimates because he was 
assured that the sum at that time in 
course of payment, including the £400,000 
which was not spent, would sufficiently | 
cover the charges to be met. The sum 
the Committee were now dealing with 
was part of the adjustment of a sum of 
£10,000,000. He assured the Committee 
that his one wish in presenting the Esti- 
mates had been to put in all charges 
whatsoever, and to clear off the whole bus- 
iness. He had put every possible pressure 
on the officials accordingly, but it had 
been found impossible to get all the items 
brought into account before the Estimates 
were prepared. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said he hardly knew whether 
the mistakes made or the explanations 
given of them were the more extraordin- 
ary. According to the answer given to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for Ber- 
wick there was a surplus of £400,000 
from last year, and the explanation was 
that that sum was surrendered to the 
Exchequer because it was not considered 
necessary. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
fully aware of that. It was then 
stated that only an Estimate of £5,000 
would be required, but now a Supple- 
mentary Estimate for £800,000 was 
brought forward. If accounts were kept 
in such an absurd fashion in any count- 
ing-house in the Kingdom or by any 
county council somebody would have 
to go. He ventured on a previous 
occasion to call attention to the manner 
in which these Appropriations-in-aid were 
brought forward. That was the way in 
which the expenditure was increasing 
year by year. Noone made an estimate 
of what was happening. The Financial 
Secretary to the War Office said in his 
explanation that after all they could not 
be absolutely precise in their estimates. 
He, himself, did not expect anything un- 
reasonable and if it was only a question 
of £5,000 or £10,000 the hon. Gentleman’s 
explanation would be adequate, but when 
only £5,000 was asked for and the Vote 
was increased to £800,000 it was rather 


‘trifling with the House of Commons to 


make such an explanation. How much 
more of it would the House of Commons 
stand? It seemed to him that the 
terrors of dissolution paralysed the power 
of criticism of hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
t was perfectly certain that in their own 
business they would not allow a clerk 
who made such a scandalous error and 
who repeated it to enter their office 
again. 


Mr BRODRICK said it was only an 
error of 4 per cent. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said it was an 
error of 1,600 per cent. 


Mr. BRODRICK said that as the 
Colonies paid £6,000,000 he was over 
estimating it when he said the error was 
4 percent. It was really only about 24 
per cent. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the war 
was over ten months before the right 
hon. Gentleman made his statement last 
year. He tabled his account in March 
and whatever happened after that it was 


| trifling in amount. - It seemed to him 
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that this was trifling with the House of 
Commons and that something should 
be done to have the Supplementary 
Estimates more carefully framed. The 
Estimates were increasing year after year 
and the only: man prepared to accept the 
responsibility for that was the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office, who really 
was not responsible. He hoped the 
House of Commons would record its sense 
of the absurd way in which these accounts 
had been prepared. bj 

Mr. WHITLEY said the matter of the 
Vote of £800,000 for Pay, etc., ought to 
be explained. Was that amount in- 
cluded in the sum paid in the form of 
commission to the Colonial Governments 
for financial transactions connected with 


{COMMONS} 
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the payment of colonial troops? He 
noticed that the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General drew attention to certain claims 
made by the Colonial Government 
for a 3 per cent. commission on the 
amount transmitted through them for the 
colonial soldiers. He wanted to know 
if that was the case. j ' j |. _;. 

*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he 
believed the commission was paid in 
respect of stores, but he could not trace 
the amount. 


(Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 128; 
Noes, 197. (Division List No. 8). 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

3ayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 


Grant, Corrie’ 


srunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal Lens, Sir John 
Crombie, John William Levy, Maurice 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Ellice,Capt E.C(SAndrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Evans, Samuel T. (G lamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trewlawney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Gilhooly, James 


Joyce, Michael 


Kilbride, Denis 


Langley, Batty 


Lundon, W. 


Murphy, John 


O’ Dowd, John 


O’Mara, James 


Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John O’Shaughnessy, P. J. | 
Sir Chas. M. (Durham) 





Goddard, Daniel Ford Palmer, 


Mr, Lloyd-Georges 


Kearley, Hudson E. 


Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 


Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. 


Lloyd-George, David 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
, M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
| M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, § 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
OBrien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) | Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


Partington, Oswald 


Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) | Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayden, John Patrick | Price, 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. | Rea, Russell 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) Jones,William (Carnarvonshire | 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 
Robert Join 


Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

| Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 

Roche, John 

| Rose, Charles Day 

2unciman, Walter 

; Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel | 

Sheehy, David 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 

Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R(Northants 

Strachey, Sir Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 

Tennant, Harold John 

Toulmin, George 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Jn. Lawson (Leeds, 8.) 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 

Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) 

Whiteley, George (York, W. R. 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


(Accrington) 


South) 





' Yoxall, James Henry 


O'Malley, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs—Mr. 
Buchanan and Mr. Charles 
Hobhouse. 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch.) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Jathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles, T. Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John, 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cantley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hngh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A(Wore 
Chapman, Edward 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbriage 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dewar, Sir T.R(Tower Hamlets 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke, Rt, Hn. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Fyler, John Arthur 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gordon, Hn.J.E(Eilgn& Nairn 


Original Question again proposed :— 
And, it being after half-past Seven of | 
the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to | this evening. 
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NOES. 

Gore, Hn. 8. F.Ormsby-(Linc.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,Sir E.W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hain, Edward 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd’nderr y 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F.Leverton(Tynemouth 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J.#(Shefteld, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houston, Robers Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Susse:} 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Kerr, John 
Knowles, Sir Lees 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks., N. R.) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
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CHINESE LABOUR IN THE 
TRANSVAAL, 


Adjournment (under Standing Order 
No. 10). 


*Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said he rose to move the Adjournment 
of the House for the purpose of dis- 
cussing a definite matter of urgent public 
importance, namely— 

“The promulgation of the Ordinance 

roviding for the introduction of indentured 

hinese Labour into the Transvaal before the 
Ordinance and its regulations have been dis- 
cussed by the House of Commons in their 
complete and operative form.” 

This was a matter of the very greate-t 
importance, and one in which the British 
people were deeply concerned and the 
least they could ask was that it should 
have been treated by the Government or 
the Celonial Secretary with very great 
care and circumspection. He thought 
he was well within the mark when he 
said the reverse of that had keen the 
act. The Ordinance itself had been 
hustled through this House with indecent 
haste, and the regulations they had not 
seen at all, and were not therefore able 
to discuss. But the regulations were at 
least as important as the Ordinance itself, 
ind he could only find one intelligible 
reason why this thing had been burried 
through in this manner. The whole 
thing was so repugnant to the sense of 
the British people that the Government 
got it out of the way as quickly as pos- 
sible. This House commenced its sittings 
three weeks ago, and several Parlia- 
mentary Papers had been issued. One 
had been issued before the House met, 
but it was incomplete and had since the 
meeting of the House been re-issued. 
Four others containing 1,100 pages had all 
been issued since the assembling of the 
House. On the 4th of this month urgent 
representations were made to the Colonial 
Secretary to allow the House to discuss 
and settle this thing with a perfectly free 
hand, but the answer of the right hon. 
Gentleman was that he could not give 
any other opportunity than was afforded 
by the discussion on the Address in 
reply to the Speech from the Throne, and 
they were confined to that discussion. 
That debate had been taken on the 16th 
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or 17th. Let the House observe the 
position in which they were placed as 
the result of thatdebate. The Ordinance 
aiopted on that occasion was confessedly 
based on the Report of the Transvaal 
Labour Commissioners, of which only an 
abridged and incomplete edition was 
issued before Parliament met. On the 
14th a full copy was issued, with a 


complete copy of the correspondence ~ 


between the Colonial Office and South 
Africa. That correspondence contained 
what might be termed the first edition 
of this Ordinance, and that and the 
second edition, as he would call it, of the 
Ordinance were in the hands of Members 
but a few Parliamentary days before the 
debate opened. He desired to call atten- 
tion to the striking changes n those two 
editions, and to the transfer of certain 
matters which were in the first edition of 
the Ordinance to the regulations, which 
they had had no opportunity of discussing 
at all, of the second edition of the 
Ordinance. His case was that the regu- 
lations, which were the vital machinery to 
g ve effect to the Ordinance, and were of 
equal or more importance than the Ordin- 
ance itself, had been promulgated without 
any discussion in the House. The first 
edition of the Ordinance contained some 
exceedingly valuable and humane pro- 
visions with regard to the accompanying 
of the ‘abourers by their wives and 
children. Those provisions were con- 
tained in paragraphs 13, 14, and 15, of 
the Blue-book, number 1895, page 123. 
In what he termed the second edition of 
the Ordinance all those provisions had 
been dropped out, and were summarised in 
the regulations which they had never had 
an opportunity of discussing, although the 
Ordinance had now been promulgated. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tHe 
COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretron, Warwick and 
Leamington): The regulations have 
never been published. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA: I am aware of 
that. Shall we have an opportunity of 
discussing them ? 


*Mr. LYTTELTON said there would be 
the usual opportunities when they were 
laid on the Table of the House. 
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*Dr. MACNAMARA: And in the 
meantime will the Ordinance be in opera- 
tion 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: The Ordinance 
will come into operation when these 
regulations are fixed and promulgated, 
and when they have been forwarded and 
satisfy me that they fulfil the pledges I 


‘have given to the House. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA asked whether an 
opportunity cou'd be given to the House 
to discuss the regulations before the 
(rdinance came into operation. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON dissented. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA said that that being 
30, this opportunity was the only one of 
discussing this matter, and he therefore 
proposed to take it. These regulations, 
which were the most vital part of the 
whole thing, would not come _ before 
the House and would not be discussed, 
there was also a third edition of this 
Ordinance on 10th February, six days 
before the debate opened, and the changes 
in that were material and were the result 
of representations made to Lord Milner. 
Itwas not certain now that the Ordinance 
had reached its final form and yet it had 
been promulgated. When the debate 
took place on the 15th and 16th the 
Government were showering Blue-book 
after Blue-book, of voluminous character, 
on the House, and the Ordinance and 
regulations were still in process of altera- 
tion. Apparently, although the Ordin- 
ance had been promulgated the regula- 
tions which went with it would be laid 
upon the Table of the House, but the 
machinery for the recruiting of coolies 
Was now in operation in China, as the 
telegram of the 19th went to show. He 
was not certain now whether the Ordinance 
had reached its final form. The Chinese 
Minister had made some very valuable 
Suggestions and had suggested that they 
should be included in the Ordinance. If 
he was met by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Colonial Secretary the Ordinance 
would have to be altered again, but 
whether he did so or not the right hon. 


Gentleman certainly contemplated en- 


tirely altering the regulations to meet 
the Chinese Minister. and he desired to 
emphasise the fact that the regulations 


in the Transvaal. 634 
were far more vital than the Ordinance 
itself and that they were very far from 
beinglin their final form. He protested 
against the Ordinance or the regulations 
being promulgated before the House had 
had an opportunity of fully and fairly 
discussing them. The day after the 
debate closed a document was issued 
containing the correspondence from the 
Chinese Minister, in which various sug- 
gestions were made which, in the opinion 
of theChinese Minister, were necessary, 
in order to prevent the immigrant being 
made a mere chattel or article of 
commerce. It was a singular com- 
ment tipon Western methods of civili- 
sation that we had to go to the 
Chinese Minister for suggestions in order 
to find a means of mitigating the bar- 
barity of the proposals sent out by the 
British Government. He asked, if the 
Government were going to put these 
suggestions into the Ordinance, why 
were people recruiting coolies under the 
Ordinance at the present time! They 
had not seen the final draft of the 
regulations yet, and in the Ordinance 
there was nothing but the heads of the 
regulations. When were they going to 
see these regulations, because he pro- 
tested against the Ordinance being pro- 
mulgated until they had seen the whole 
of them? He did not believe in leaving 
the whole of this matter in the hands of | 
a Lieutenant-Governor who might be, 
and probably was under, sinister influ- 
ences. He understood a conference was 
to be held with regard to the inclusion 
of these suggestions in the Ordinance 
or regulations, and he derived some 
little comfort from the fact that the 
Chinese Minister would be present at 
that conference. He protested against 
the House being hustled in this 
matter in the way it had _ been; 
the matter was too grave a matter 
and one which had already caused 
great consternation in this country, 
and on this account and on account 
of the facts he had brought to the 
notice of the House, he begged to 
move. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax), in second- 
ing the Motion for the Adjournment 
of the House, said that recently the 
Colonial Secretary spoke of the happy 
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Chinese labourer, who was to be sur- 
rounded by every comfort that philan- 
thropy could devise, and presumably 
that philanthropy was to be exhibited 
in the regulations which the House was 
not to be allowed to see. When it was 
discovered that the Chinese Ambassador 
had asked for the embodiment of certain 
important matters in the Ordinance the 
Colonial Secretary said they were minor 
matters and should be dealt with in the 
regulations. But he (Mr. Whitley) 
believed that the questions to be dealt 
with by the regulations were the very 
essence of the whole case and that the 
House ought to see them befo®% they 
came into operation. He had put down 
five Questions which would have to be 
dealt with in the regulations, and the 
House would see that the way the 
Colonial Secretary dealt with these Ques- 
tions would make all the difference 
between slavery and non-slavery. The 
first was whether these unfortunate coolies 
could be transferred or sold without their 
consent—whether it would be possible to 
have in a British colony agents putting 
up the cry in an open market, ‘‘ Who bids 
for 5,000 Chinamen ?” Surely there 
ought not to be any doubt left on 
that point. The second Question was 
equally vital. Were the managers of 
these compounds to be allowed to use 
the lash as a method of persuasion 
with coolie labour? The Government 
were over-ruling the opinion of the 
House and of the nation in the 
matter of this Labour Ordinance, and 
unless they were successful in the demand 
they were now making for an op- 
portunity of discussing the _ regulations 
before the Ordinance became of effect, 
the House would be responsible for a 
condition of things from which a most 
vital provision was omitted. The 
third Question was—Were the wives and 
families of these coolies to be confined 
to the compounds with all the strict 
penalties and regulations of the labourers 
themselves? Presumably, they would. 
Then, would they pay for the main- 
tenance of their wives and families or 
would they be at the charge of the 
importers or employers? If the latter, 
it would be quite possible for the im- 
porters to impose a prohibitive tariff, 
There was a very ominous suggestion in 
the Blue-book in the Report of the 


Mr. Whitley. 
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Commissioner of Mines who was sent to 
investigate this question of employing 
Chinamen. Mr. Ross Skinner said that 
it would be desirable to mix up these 
Chinamen in order to prevent any 
danger of their combining. Was this 
proposal to be carried out? The fifth 
Question was, would it be possible 
for the employer to have a truck 
system inside these compounds whereby 
practically the whole of the money paid 
to the labourers would be restored to the 
mine-owner in the form of charges for 
food of various kinds? Mr. Ross 
Skinner on this point stated that 
certain mines could only be worked at 
a profit even with Chinese labour, by 
reason of the profits made under the 
truck system. It would be possible to 
enumerate many other vital points 
coming under these regulations. ‘This 
Motion was made in order to assert the 
claim of the House of Commons to 
dismiss an Ordinance providing, if not 
slavery itself, something alien to the wish 
of the country and approaching peril- 
ously near to that condition of things. 
[MinisTERIAL cries of “No.”] No one 
could read the opinion of the Chinese 
Minister without a blush of shame. It 
had been left to the Chinese Minister to 
suggest that the use of the lash should 
be prohibited and that the sale of human 
beings as goods and chattels should be 
made impossible under the terms of the 
Ordinance. The House was entitled to 
an assurance from the Colonial Secretary 
that no single human being would be 
engaged under this Ordinance until the 
terms of the regulations had been fully 
drawn up, and laid before the House for 
discussion. He begged to second the 
Motion. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.”— 
(Dr. Macnamara.) 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Univer- 
sity) said he only rose to put a Question 
which he hoped the Colonial Secretary 
would answer. The jurisdiction of the 
Ordinance would obviously be confined 
to the Transvaal. The Colonial Secre- 
tary had pledged himself that certain 
things should be done in China. Certain 
regulations made by the Government 
here would have to be executed in China. 
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By what authority and means would 
force be given to those regulations? A 
still greater danger to these imported 
labourers was what might happen to 
them on the high seas. Neither the 
Government of the Transvaal nor His 
Majesty’s Government had any power to 
enforce regulations in regard to the 
victualling, sanitary condition, and treat- 
ment of these labourers during the 
passage from China to the Cape. At the 
time of a similar importation of natives 
of the Pacific Islands to Queensland the 
British Government passed Acts—in 
1872 and 1875—for the protection of the 
islanders during the passage. By the Act 
of 1872 provision was made regarding pen- 
alties for misconduct on the part of com- 
manders of British vessels and certificates 
of licences required by those vessels, and 
special powers were given to the Colonial 
Courts by Imperial Statute to punish any 
offence against the regulations. If there 
was at present no provision for the 
protection of the Chinese immigrants on 
the high seas, he asked whether the 
Government would suspend the operation 
of the Ordinance until some provision 
had been made by the Imperial Par- 
liament for the humane protection of 
these Chinese emigrants there. 


*Mr. BELL (Derby) said he wished to 
support the Motion. He represented a 
section of the community which regarded 
schemes like this with very great suspicion. 
He felt that everything that was possible 
should be done by the Government to 
remove the causes of that suspicion. It 
was quite possible that there were persons 
in this country who would like an Ordin- 
ance of this kind put into operation at 
home. Were it not that the working 
men here had the franchise and were 
organised in trades unions, there were 
some employers here who would do what 
the mine-owners were doing in the Trans- 
vaal. So far as his voice and vote could 
have any effect he was determined to do 
all he could to prevent such arrangements 
wherever they were to be carried out. 
He had been rather struck by the attitude 
and the suggestions of the Chinese 
Minister. It appeared that notwithstand- 
ing the discussion which they recently 
had in that House the Ordinance was so 
incomplete that the Chinese Minister was 
not prepared to accept it without suggest- 
ng fresh proposals for insertion. That 
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was very significant. Personally he said 
that whatever confidence he might have 
in the representatives of His Majesty’s 
Government at home he was not prepared 
to trust the authorities in South Africa 
so far as the framing of an Ordinance or 
the preparing of regulations in a matter 
like this was concerned. They should 
have the opportunity to examine every 
clause and every word for themselves. 


| He had no doubt that the sympathies of 


the Colonial Secretary were in the 
right direction, but the mine-owners 
were the real Government of the 
Transvaal and they needed to make safe- 
guards to ensure that they did not 
revert to the old conditions of slavery. 
Hon. Gentlemen opposite said “No.” 
Very likely some of them were of the kind 
of employers who would like to adopt a 
similar system in this country. They 
seemed very cheerful about adopting it 
in other parts of the British Empire. 


An HON. MEMBER: You do not know 
what you are talking about. 


Mr. BELL asked why did hon. Mem- 
bers opposite support proposals of the 
description submitted to that House last 
week and which they were discussing that 
night. Was it, as had been stated by 
some of the Rand magnates, because they 
were afraid that white labour in the 
Transvaal would organise itself and 
combine for the purpose of dictating 
the conditions of labour, and _ also 
to obtain political power when it 
had the opportunity? If such tas the 
case, he was one of those who intended 
resisting, in that House, and out of it, to 
the fullest extent of his power, their getting 
such an opportunity. They had in this 
country hundreds and thousands of 
labourers who would be glad to have the 
opportunity of going to the Transvaal 
and doing the work which was there to 
be done; and while they had to bear so 
much of the expenditure incurred there 
he thought they were entitled to find 
employment for their surplus labour at 
home before such a system as was now 
proposed was introduced in the Transvaal. 
They wished to know would the Colonial 
Secretary allow them to see the Ordinance 
when the proposals of the Chinese 
Minister had been considered, so that 
they might know whether they were 
adopted wholly or partially, and also what 
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was the result oi the conference which | South Africa, and if the slightest taint 
would be held next day and what would | of slavery should be found to attach to 
be there agreed to? He thought the | the Ordinance they would at once bring 
people of this country, and atanyratethe | the matter up and vote against the 
Members of the House, would like to know | Ordinance. The hon. Member for Halifax 
and take part in any official arrangement | had mentioned the despatch of the 
ofthatkind. The Colonial Secretary had | Chinese Minister. That was only another 
been good enough to say that the/ illustration of the readiness of hon. 
regulations would be placed before the | Gentlemen opposite to take the opinion 
House after they had been adopted and | of foreigners against the opinion of 
that they might then discuss them. | their own countrymen. He would set 
They might discuss them as muchasthey | against the opinion of the Chinese 
liked, but they could not alter them, and | Minister on the slavery question the 
the messengers who were already out in| opinion of the Archbishop of Canter- 
China recruiting these Chinese would bury, who was perfectly satisfied with 
try and enter into some binding contract |the explanations given by Lord 
with these people, with the result that} Onslow. The hon. Member had asserted 
they would not be able to break it. He! that according to the Chinese Minister 
desired to see the completion of this | it would be possible for the lash to be 
business before any support of his was/ used under the Ordinance. Well, he 
given, either in that House or in the! could tell the hon. Member that the 
country, to the proposal, and he heartily | infliction of corporal punishment was 
supported the Motion for the Adjourn-| the last thing in the world calculated 
ment. |to make an unwilling Chinaman work. 
|The Chinese Minister’s reference was, 

*Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stow- | in fact, to some treatment meted out to 
market) said the hon. Member who | Chinese subjects by other Colonies in days 


. | long past. and such things were notin the 
ke s ted the Ad t | ODS Pé ne ; 
eo et Sepene fe Serene | least likely to happen in the Transvaal. 


Motion on the ground that it was the | : 
duty of the Government to find employ- | The hon. Member for Camberwell referred 


ment for our own surplus labour instead | to the Chinese Minister’s letter as if it were 
of finding work for the unemploved of | quite unknown at the time of the debate: 
foreign countries in South Africa. He | but if he would carry his mind back to 


hoped that the hon. Gentleman would | the last evening of the discussion he 


make it plain to those for whom he wished | would ——_ wag’ set — -—~ 
to findemployment in the Transvaal that | Line ing “a De 7 h —_ 3 yon ies 
when they got out there they would find | sneoin Im which he quoted the pine 
a cottage of four rooms costing £200 a | phrase contained in the Chinese Minister’s 
year and board and lodging costing 9s. | despatch as to Chinamen being treated 
a day, while the best wages for white | #8 chattels or articles of poeunay nents 
unskilled labour to be obtained would | That was taken from the letter itself, 
not be more than 10s. a day. With | Which had appeared in the same morning’s 
that paltry margin before them could | "CWSP@Pets; and it was another example 
the hon. Member advise his fellow- | Of the pernicious habit of orang public 
countrymen to go out and degrade | documents to the Press before circulating 
English white unskilled labour. The | them to Members of the House. These 
non Member cell % weeld net be | documents primarily belonged to the 
possible to alter the Ordinance when | House of Commons and should be — 
once promulgated if the evils pre- | 8'V? to its Members. There was really 
dicted for it should come to pass. nothing to justifiy the charge brought by 
But surely it was in the power of the the hon. Member for Camberwell. be 
Government to stop the Ordinance the had been further suggested that the 
moment it was found to be dangerous regulations would probably contain 
to the white or indeed any other popula- something that was distasteful not = 
tion. He could assure the hon. Member | © the House of Commons, but to the 
that Members on the Ministerial side of | 24tion at large, and which, if known, 
the House were equally jealous with | would cause the regulations to be dis- 
himself of the honour of the British in! owned at once. He did not think that 


Mr Bell. 
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that was at all a proper suggestion to 
make. They on that side had, and hon. 
Members on the other, once professed the 


he had not belied that trust. To say 
that he was under sinister influences in 
the Transvaal was to make a most in- 
sulting charge. If hon. Members wished 
to be well served by Ministers of the 
Crown they must not make such insult- 
ing charges in their absence. Ministers 
were often charged with want of 
tact or want of judgment, but he had 
never known a Minister before to be 


charged with conniving at slavery. Lord 
Milner had, at any rate, rescued 
British subjects in the Transvaal 


irom a state of helotry. As far as he 
could see there was nothing in the 
three points mentioned by the Chinese 
Ambassador that might not be granted. 
He agreed that the responsibility would 
rest with those who had to see that the 
Ordinance was properly carried out. The 
difference between the supporters of the 
Government and hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site was that the Ministerialists believed 
that their fellow-countrymen in South 
Africa would respect the honour of our 
flag in the future as they had done in 
the past, and that the Government of the 
Transvaal would be as great a success as 
in other British colonies. 


*Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) asked what opinion abroad 
had been regarded by the supporters of 
this Ordinance. The opinion in all 
quarters where the subject was thoroughly 
understood and known from experience 
had been put on one side; the views of 
Australia and America had been disre- 
garded; and attention had been paid 
only to the opinion of a few nominees of 
the Government in the Transvaal and of 
those directly or indirectly interested in 
getting Chinamen into South Africa. 
there was any amount of labour in the 
mines that could be done by white men 
without their coming into contact with 
the blacks at all. The only difficulty 
was that contact, which was frequently 
as distasteful to the black as to the 
white, and which could easily be ob- 
viated. If the right hon. Gentleman 
absolutely prohibited black labour 
in the mines it would be the finest thing 
that could happen to South Africa. 
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| The Kaffirs could find ample employ- 
|ment on 
|The attitude of the Colonial Secretary 
most complete trust in Lord Milner, and | 


railways and on _ farms. 


on this question distressed him. His 


‘name stood for everything that was 
_honourable in an English gentleman, 
_and hon. Members could have no scruple 


in accepting his word under ordinary 
circumstances. He pledged his word, the 
sacred word of an English gentleman, 
that the yellow man would suffer no in- 
justice, and that, under the regulations 
which he would publish, slavery would be 
unknown. But it was utterly beyond his 
power to fulfil a single word of these 
pledges. The most elementary knowledge 
of how things were managed in China 
would convince anyone that the regula- 
tions would not be worth the paper they 
were written on. Contracts would be 
made and coolies would be obtained 
who would be ready to accept any 
conditions, but they would not be free 
agents. The fear had been expressed 
that with a large white labouring 
population trades unionism would spring 
up, with the result that strikes and 
disputes would arise, but anybody with 
the least acquaintance with the subject 
knew that the most tyrannical trade 
union that ever existed was not acircum- 
stance to the tyranny that over-rode the 
whole of the Chinese labour question. 
It would ke a question not of trades 
unions, but of the secret societies which 
permeated China from one end to the 
other. But an even more serious matter 
was the proposed introduction of Chinese 
women into this unfortunate country. 
Not content with driving 100,000 
Chinamen into the country, to the 
detriment of our own labourers, the right 
hon. Gentleman was going to introduce 
50,000 Chinese women and so many 
thousand Chinese children. The right 
hon. Gentleman might salve his con- 
science with the thought that he had 
introduced so many thousands of women 
under the names of Mrs. Ah Sin and so 
forth, but they would not be the wives 
of the coolies. No Chinamen, except 
those of the highest class, ever took their 
wives with them. What was to be done 
with the women? Were they to be 
placed in the compounds, or were they 
to be let loose on the country to 
earn their living in any way that seemed 
igood to them? The prospect for the: 
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unhappy country was an appalling one. 
The introduction of Chinese women 
would be ten thousand times worse than 
the introduction of Chinese labour. 
What had happened elsewhere was well 
known, but the Chinese in Australia 
and New Zealand were in the nature of 
accidents, for no Government had ever 
entered into such an immoral and hateful 
contract as this. He was not at all sure 
that this was not the outcome of the royal 
progress of the late Colonial Secretary 
or that it was not part of the price we 
had to pay forthe loan which was not 
yet underwritten. He did not wish to 
hurt the feelings of hon. Members 
opposite; he did not speak of them as 
individuals; but he did say that, in their 
aggregate capacity, for them to support 
the Government in this infamous matter 
was an action they would always regret. 


He strongly protested against this 
selling of flesh and blood for the sake of 
gold, not only to the present but the 
future ruination of South Africa for 
generations. The enlightened opinion of 
the world was against the Government 
on this question, even the people who 
were supporting the Government admitted 
that this was a bad business, but they 
thought it would be a worse thing if the 
Government were out of the office. He 
sympathised most sincerely with hon. 
Gentlemen opposite on this question, 
but he believed they were entirely 
wrong, and that the Government was 
wrong. The opinion of Europe, Australia, 
Canada, and America, was against the 
Government on this question, and he 
hoped that even at the eleventh hour 
the Government would repent. As 
happened in the days of Israel the un- 
clean thing wasin our camp and we could 
not stand against our enemies unless the 
accursed thing was removed from our 
midst. 


CoLonELSANDYS (Lancashire, Bootle) 
said it was not very often he troubled 
the House, but he thought it incumbent 
upon him to say a few words upon this 
question. He had 'istened carefully to 
the remarks of the previous speaker, and 
he was exceedingly sorry Mr. Speaker had 
had to call bim to order for an interrup- 
tion, because his indignation at the state- 
ments made by the hon. Member were 


Mr. Cathcart Wason. 
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such that he could not help interrupting, 
The hon. Member opposite had never 
seen a Chinaman, but he had. [Oppog. 
TION cries of “Oh, oh!”] Hon. Members 
opposite would not put him off because 
he had got his line. He had seen the 
administration of Oriental races by the 
British in the East, and he was acquainted 
with the administration of India, which 
included a good many Chinamen. There 
Chinamen were the admiration of those 
who could express an honest opinion 
upon them. Personally he was 
quite prepared to trust His Majesty’s 
Government and the authorities in the 
Transvaal in dealing with the Chinese and 
their conditions of labour, which he 
thought would be for the benefit of the 
Chinamen themselves and British labour 
in South Africa. They had had the 
statement of the Colonial Secretary that 
the conditions of labour for the Chinese 
were such that the Chinaman would 
take them, while that labour had been 
refused by the whiteman. The conditions 
of labour in those countries were not the 
same as in this country, and :they coul:! 
not put a white man, a black man, anda 
yellow man upon the same parallel ani 
expect them to do similar work. Work 
in the mines was divided into two main 
portions, namely, the supervising which 
could very properly be entrusted to white 
men, and the hard work of the labourer 
which could only be carried out by men 
of the yellow or black race because white 
men would not do that work. He asked 
the House to exercise their power of dis- 
crimination, and not bring their over- 
whelming force to bear upon a condition 
of things which they could not pos- 
sibly judge. They ought to trust the 
governors and those placed in authority 
with the conditions which would govern 
the labourers. He knew something oi 
Asiatic races, and he might say that the 
description given by the last speaker 0! 
those races was against all his knowledge 
and therefore he could not accept what he 
had stated about them. He thought 
that in this case the House should put its 
trust in Lord Milner, because this was not 
a question of Party politics. They ought 
to accept the conditions drawn up by 
Lord Milner and by the Minister respon- 
sible to this country. He hoped the 
House would treat this question without 
bias, and judge it fairly on its merits. 
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Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) 
said he had listened with some surprise 
and disappointment to the previous 
speakers. He understood that they were 
discussing the regulations for the intro- 
duction of Chinese labour into South 
Africa, and the principle of the importa- 
tion of Chinese into South Africa had been 
accepted. They had now to decide what 
regulations should govern that importa- 
tion. The speech of th hon. Member 
for Stowmarket had been a great dis- 
appointment to him, for he was some 
time a leader of a Party, and all the 
discontented people in the House 
followed his lead in regard to Army 
matters. ‘They would see now that he 
considered the British soldier was very 
much like the Chinese labourer, and he 
was not at all surprised at the hon. 
Gentleman, after having taken such an 
interest in the British soldier, taking an 
equal interest in the collateral subject of 
Chinese labour. The very essence of 
this question was centred in the regula- 
tion. The importation was an important 
subject, but it was quite subsidiary to 
the regulations. What the Colonial 
Secretary said on the 27th January 
proved this fact beyond doubt, for he 
wrote that— 

“ The satisfactory working of the Ordinance, if 
it come into operation, will largely depend upon 
the regulations.” 


Why in the world when they were dis- 
cussing this subject should they have 
the Ordinance without the regulations 
which they had not yet seen? More- 
over, the Colonial Secretary stated 
that— 

“His Majesty’s Government do not propose 
to arrive at a final decision until they have an 
opportunity of considering the law as passed.” 


But the law depended upon the regula- 
tions. There had been some discussion 
upon a sort of understanding that there 
were regulations in force, but as a matter 
ofiact there were no regulations, although 
there were some marginal notes. This 
was almost like passing factory legislation 
and giving a department power to deal 
With overcrowding, protection trom 
machinery, and other vital questions. 
Although they did not know what the 
regulations were, they knew what the 
penalties would be for breaking those 
regulations. Dr. Jameson, in December, 
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1903, spoke distinctly against the im- 
portation of Asiatic labour. He wished 
to point out that the questions of in- 
spection, punishment, and loni _jile 
employer had not been touched at all. 
Would the right hon. Gentleman give 
them a pledge that these matters would 
be attended to. The Chinese Minister 
had dealt with the assignment, and he 
had stated that it was necessary for the 
employer to be a oni fide employer in 
order to prevent the immigrant being 
made a chattel or article of commerce. 
All their hopes now seemed to be centred 
in the Chinese Minister. He did not 
think anybody had a right to say that 
the Archbishop of Canterbury was in 
favour of the introduction of Chinese 
labour. He thought it was a pity that 
all these suggestions for improving the 
conditions should come from the Chinese 
Ambassador to the Colonial Secretary, 
and not from the Colonial Secretary to 
the Chinese Ambassador. The difference 
between the two appeared to be that the 
Chinese Ambassador was the heathen 
champion of Christianity, and the right 
hon. Gentleman on the Treasury 
Bench was the Christian champion of 
heathenism. The question was whether 
the House of Commons was to have a 
right to consider a vital part in this 
Ordinance. The law was not passed, he 
understood, until the regulations were in 
force, and why should they not have an 
opportunity of discussing the regulations ? 
The success of the Ordinance depended 
upon those regulations. The House of 
Commons had consented to the Ordinance, 
but it would have been infinitely of more 
value if Parliament had received a 
detailed explanation of the regulations. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) said the hon. Mem- 
ber for North Camberwell had stated 
that it was not the Ordinance but 
the importation of Chinese which 
had caused so much irritation in the 
country. Only two or three days ago 
the hon. Member for Camberwell held a 
meeting in Camberwell. [Opposirion 
cheers.} He was glad to hear hon. 
Members cheer that, because the whole 
point of this Motion appeared to be not 
to discuss the Ordinance but to bring 
forward a good electioneering cry. He 
understood that upon this question 
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the eighty London Unionist Members were 
to be swept from their seats at the next 
election because they had voted for Chinese 
labour, and this was to be a sort of 
climax to the whole thing. The question 
of the importation of Chinese women 
and slavery and all sorts of things which 
hed nothing whatever to do with the 
subject before them, had been introduced. 
The hon. Member opposite had said 
this was the only occasion upon which 
this question could be discussed, but he 
wished to point out that when the 
regulations were in force they could be 
discussed on the Colonial Secretary’s 
salary, and if any of those evils which 
lon. Members opposite supposed would 
arise, did arise, they could then be 
discussed, and if they were so great 
as hon. Gentlemen seemed to think 
there was not much doubt that the 
Government would te defeated and the 
hon. Gentlemen opposite could then 
come in and alter the regulations. 
He should be extremely surprised if the 
Opposition came into power to see them 
attempting to prohibit Chinese labour. 
The fact of the matter was that this was 
a@ sentimental question. There was 
nobody on the Ministerial side of the 
House, any more than on the other side, 
who desired the importation of Chinese 
labour merely to import Chinese labour, 
but they recognised that the whole future 
of the Transvaal was bound up in the 
piosperity of the mines, and the com- 
me cial prosperity of this country was 
seriously at stake at the present moment 
in consequence. There was no doubt that 
an increase in the production of gold in 
the Transvaal would ease the commercial 
situation. The hon. Gentleman who 
moved the Amendment to the Address 
upon this question knew what they were 
suffering from was want of money and 
go'd in the city, and the thing that would 
biing prosperity to the workmen, for 
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whom the hon. Member ior Derby was so | 


anxious, was the influx of gold and 


capital into the country, and unless labour | 


of this kind was introduced into the 
Transvaal to allow the mines to be worked 
it was impossible to have 
importation of gold. 
tion of Chinese against white labour but 
it was Chinese against Kaffirlabour. He 
hoped that when hon. Gentlemen opposite 
Sir Frederick Banbury. 


| way. 


such an | ; ; 
It was not a ques- | Executive Council, but from a_ poor 
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got up to speak they would limit their 
remarks to the subject before them, and 
he trusted they would not be treated to 
any more speeches which had nothing to 
do with the subject before them, for such 
speeches as they had heard that night 
would be more appropriate at the next 
general election. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) said the last 
speaker had asked them not to moralise 
upon this question. When they re- 
membered that there was no morality in 
those Chinamen he could understand 
what was meant. He once heard a man 
say that he had no objection to calling 
a black man his brother, but he objected 
to calling him his brother-in-law. The 
“moral”? members of the House said it 
was impossible for South Africa to be 


made to pay without the introduction of, - 


he would not call it slavery, but of 
indentured Chinese. He wanted to ask 
who watered the whole of this mining 
stock, so as to make it utterly impossible 
to realise dividends on the amount of 
capital invested in it. He had heard of 
a Member of Parliament—though not a 
Member now—who in the wonderful 
Chartered times made £36,000 in twenty- 
five minutes. That was a good profit in- 
deed, but then they were asked to agree to 
the introduction of Chinese labour with 
the view of earning dividends for the poor 
creatures who had taken the shares at a 
price which enabled that gentleman to 
make £36,000 in this way. There had beena 
document issued calling attention to the 
virtues of the mining magnates. One 
mine which was originally promoted 
for £50,000, of which only £5,000 was 
paid up, was put on the market and 
reslised £500,000, and it stood at this 
moment as being worth £2,250,000. If 
men asked them to introduce slavery in 
order to pay dividends he wagted to 
know where the morals came in at all. 
It was a question how much they could 
degrade the whole nation for people who 
had not got their money in an honest 
He held in his hand a letter, not 
from a Boer general who had been nom- 
inated to serve on the Transvaal 


native in which he said— 


‘‘T wish to bring to your notice a question 
which is at present causing a state of ferment 
in South Africa—the proposal to introduce 
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‘Chinese labourers to work on the Rand. The 
story told by the mining magnates is that 
it is mg a to get enough unskilled native 
Jabour for the mines. That is as black a lie as 
was ever told. There are thousands of natives 
in Johannesburg walking about idle, begging 
to be taken on.” 

It was no doubt true that a large 
meeting of the people of the Rand had 
been held, at which a resolution in favour 
of Chinese labour was passed, but men 
were paid 15s. a head to attend the 
meeting. They could get them for less 
than that in England. He wanted hon. 
Members to get that into their heads, and 
also the people outside, who after all 
were a good deal more important than the 
people inside. It might be quite possible 
that hon. Members would not be swept 
from their seats for the opinions which 
they held at present, but it would not be 
the first time they had changed their 
opinions in order to retain their seats. 
They would bow to the desires of their 
constituents, and if a pro-Chinese cry 
would not go down, they would find 
another which would enable them to 
forget it. 


Sm FREDERICK BANBURY: Will 
the hon. Member give me a single instance 
in which we have changed our opinions 
to keep our seats ? 


*Mr. CROOKS said he was not con- 
cerned with the hon. Member and his 
opinions. If he were one of the hon. 
Member’s constituents he would probably 
trip him up a little but not in this House. 
They had been told earlier ih the day 
that the recruiting of Chinese labour had 
been going on. That was a serious thing 
indeed, having regard to the fact that the 
Ordinance had not been passed by the 
House. On whose authority was this 
being done? Was it on the authority 
of the Colonial Office or of those people 
who were an apology for a Government 
inthe Transvaal? They were told that 
only unskilled labour was being recruited. 
He had documentary evidence to show 
that they were recruiting and signing on 
mechanics,carpenters,and different classes 
of skilled iabour at the rate of £2 per 
month. He had received this information 
from a Chinaman, on whose authority he 
made the statement. He called the 
attention of a member of the Government 
to this matter the other day, and he was 
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told that if an employer put an unskilled 
workman to do skilled work that was not 
properly classed, he would be liable to a 
fine of £500. He would put the case this 
way. Supposing an accident happened, 
and it was necessary to have a skilled 
mechanic to do the job of putting the 
matter right, would they shut the mine 
until a white man could be got? Suppos- 
ing a Chinaman were engaged on that 
work, would the mine-owner or the re- 
sponsible manager be convicted for 
allowing him to do skilled work. It 
would rather be said that he was deserv- 
ing of high praise for having allowed 
him to do the work instead of stopping 
the whole undertaking. As a matter of 
fact, a Chinaman could do anything and 
everything that an Englishman could do. 
What they objected to in Chinamen was 
their mode of living. The mine-owners 
knew that directly they got the Chinese 
they would be able to do without white 
men. If the mine-owners could get a 
job done for 2s., they would not give 5s. 
They might love their country but they 
loved money more. When they were 
told the other day that the Chinaman 
was docile, intelligent, and industrious, 
he interjected that he was cheap. He 
would be honest. He would not have 
much chance of being anything else. 
He would be kept in a compound and a 
tunnel would be made for him to pass to 
the mine, and if he took his ho idaysthey 
would give him a good bucket of medicine 
which would keep him honest. And 
over all this floated the Union Jack. 
That worried him more than any other 
thing. He was not one of those who 
went about the country talking of the 
valuable asset of the Union Jack. He 
was one of those who thought it was the 
sign of liberty and justice for the down- 
trodden of the world. He thought hon. 
Members who were going to vote against 
the Adjournment had an advantage over 
some o‘her people. The ambiguity of 
their language enabled it to be interpreted 
in half a dozen different ways and that 
was exceedingly useful to the cultivated 
intellect. Those who were opposed to the 
Ordinance would require a lot of per- 
suading that what was proposed was not 
slavery. He had in his possession an 
election bill which was issued in the 
constituency of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary of State for India at the last 
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election. It called upon tiie electors to | regard accusations of that kind with 
vote for the right hon. Gentleman and | absolute contempt. I always endeavour 
“freedom in South Africa.” Hon. Mem- | to suppose in this House-that everybody 
bers cheered that. The language was | who makes a charge, and a grave charge, 
exceedingly ambiguous. Freedom for | honestly believes it; and severely though 
what? They had left it out. [An Hon. | my credulity has been strained upon 
Member: The Rand.] There were|the present occasion, I will give a few 
white men in South Africa who, at any | words to the question of slavery, or so- 
rate, expected something better thanthey | called slavery. I will not attempt to 
were being offered. It seemed to him | define it in a pedantic way, as I think 
that what was proposed was freedom to | it was defined the other day, but I will 
the mine-owners to make as much as they | ask the House to remember that the last 
cou'd out of the whole thing. What | instance of the carrying on of slavery by 
guarantee had they that a proper class | a civilised country was that of America. 
of men were to be brought from China ? | A man there who owned a slave could 
Who was to be the interpreter? He | coerce him into doing any work that he 
could fancy a man being brought before | likedagainst theslave’s will. He could keep 
a Mandarin and told that he was to bean | him for his whole life doing that work 
indentured apprentice to King Edward | against his will, and without paying him for 
VIL., and that he could go if he liked, and | it. He could even compel his own son, born 
that if he did not go he would have his | of a black woman, to be a slave, and he 
head cut off, or something of that kind. | could sell either the slave or the family 
He wanted to know what measures were | of the slave, and part the slave from his 
to be taken to ensure that none of these | family. That is what slavery was when 
apprentices would be persons of disre-| it existed in America, the iast civilised 
putable character. They were asked to country which carried it on. And the 
place their trust in the Government. The right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
country trusted the Government three or Wolverhampton the other night, in a 
four years ago, and the result was that we speech in which, I am sorry to say, the 
had incurred a war debt of £250,000,000, | yord conscience occurred, thought it 
which had now to be paid off. He would right to charge this Government and 
man Sruet ares mgr ony The ps myself with instituting slavery in the 
of Bloefontin, who ad inquired int? | Trangaal, Misrepresentation i ala 

Aer P depressing, but when it is made in con- 


proved machinery, native and white sation Gat: a wast “smite” % 
labour was sufficient to work the mines, oe _ 
becomes positively nauseous. I mean 


but it was not sufficient to work them to th actos © tae thas “ete 
earn dividends of enormous amount on | “208 Words, * know they are har 
words, but I will make them good. 


watered stock. What was the original : a 

amount of the capital at which the i I have said that the condition of slavery 
companies were floated, and what was the | '2 America was a condition in which the 
capital they now stood at? When they slave was treated like a beast. Will any 
got that information they would be able fair-minded man in this House, apart 
to say whether this was a matter in which from Party questions, say on his con- 
they should sacrifice the sacred principle | Science that this contract which the 
ot liberty. He wanted to know whether | Government propose is one which treats 
what was proposed was in the interest of | its subject as a beast ? 

liberty and right and justice, or in ; , 
the interest of the dividend-mongers. Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight): Yes; 
so the Chinese Minister thought. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I have some/ *Mp. LYTTELTON: I hope my hon. 
difficulty in knowing the case I am sup- | ,nq gallant friend can be excused by his 
posed to answer this evening. A great | ignorance. [Cheers and counter-cheers, 
many speeches have been made, as they | .1g Opposition cries of “Oh,” and 
were made the other day, about “slavery,” | « Withdraw.”] . 
and the word “infamy ” has been applied 
to the Government, to myself, and to *Tue SPEAKER: Order! order. If 
Lord Milner. I think that Lord Milner | the right hon. Gentleman had said any- 
can afford, and that I can afford, to| thing that required my interference I 


Mr. Crooks. 
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should have called upon him to with- 
draw. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : [expressed a hope 
that my hon. and gallant friend would 
not have said that the subject of this 
contract was treated as a beast unless he 
was ignorant of some of the conditions, 
at all events, of the contract which it is 
proposed that the Chinaman should enter 
into. I will endeavour to make good 
that statement, and when I have recalled 
the conditions of the contract to him I will 
ask him whether he still holds that opinion. 
What is the contract? I have given 
pledges in this House, a breach of which, 
if | should be so base as to depart from 
them, can be visited on me by this 
as well as by that side of the House, with 
the condemnation which I shall be 
worthy to receive if Ido break them. 
The Chinaman, I believe, receives wages 
in his own country at the rate of about 
one penny or twopence a day. It is 
proposed that he should receive at least 
seven or eight times that amount in the 
Transvaal. Until I heard the great 
learning displayed below the gangway 
opposite, I believed I had information 
with regard to the Chinese from the 
greatest experts which this Empire can 
afford, and they informed me that it is 
perfectly easy to make intelligible to 
any ordinary Chinaman a bargain which 
he is entering into. I think hon. Mem- 
bers opposite who know them, will admit 
that they are a highly intelligent race. 
But in order that there may be no 
coercion and no misrepresentation—and 
our experiences in this debate make it 
very necessary to guard against it—we 
have undertaken that there shall be a 
protector appointed in China, who is to 
be at the port of departure, or at a place 
convenient thereto, who is to go elabo- 
rately through the contract with the 

hinaman, explain what he is to get 
under it, and explain precisely the terms 
of it, what he is to get out of it, and the 
conditions of labour which he is entering 
into. If, after the contract has been fully 
explained to him, the Chinaman chooses 
to embark upon the contract, chooses to 
earn seven or eight times the wages he 
can earn in his own country, in order 
that in three years he may return and 


be in a far better position than he was 
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into the contract. That is the first step. 


|The next step is that provision shall 
be made for a proper and sanitary 


method of transporting him from his 
own country to the Transvaal. My 
right hon. friend the Member for Cam- 
bridge University asked me a Question 
with regard to the Pacific Islanders 
Protection Act, which I think he repre- 
sented as an Act passed in order to give 
proper sanitation to the Pacific Islanders. 
I have taken the trouble to look at that 
Act, and Isee itisan Act for the preven- 
tion of kidnapping—for the prevention 
of the punishment of, and criminal out- 
rages upon, natives of the Pacific Islands. 
That is my right hon. friend’s idea of 
provision for sanitation ! 


Sirk JOHN GORST: That Act was 
passed chiefly in reference to the ships 
which conveyed the Pacific Islanders from 
their islands to Australia, 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I have the Act 
before me. It is an Act for the preven- 
tion of the punishment of. and criminal 
outrages upon, natives of the Pacific 


Islands. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): There is a second Act. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: There is a second 
Act which deals with kidnapping and the 
bond which the owner of the shipping 
must give. That is in the Schedule o! 
the Act and provides for penalties upon 
the shipowner if he is unable to satisfv 
the Governor or British Consular officer 
that no kidnapping has been allowed in 
connection with any passenger carried. 
If my right hon. friend had been more 
careful; if he had given what the true 
principle of the Act was, he would have 
shown that. So far is it from this point 
having been neglected by the Govern- 
ment that an Act was passed in 1855, 
which I am informed by the officials of 
the Board of Trade is still in force, which 
regulates the carriage of Chinese pas- 
sengers in Chinese ships from Chinese 
ports, providing for the proper equipment 
and manning of ships, including any ship 
from Hong-Kong, or any British ship 
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within 100 miles from Hong-Kong, pro-' another point of order. He wished ta 
viding a given amount of space on board, | know whether the right hon. Gentleman 
and is, in fact, a sanitary Act of the kind | the Colonial Secretary was entitled to 
the right hon. Gentleman would have us| refer to what was in the regulations, 
suppose the Pacific Islanders Act was, they not being before the House. 
and it is applicable to Chinese. So, then, 
first the contract has to be explained by| *Mr. SPEAKER said he understood 
the officer who has charge of the embarka- | the whole discussion was upon what was 
tion in a ship properly manned and/or ought to be contained in the regula- 
equipped, then on the other side we have | tions. 
a protector also to see that all sanitary 
and all necessary medical comforts and| *Mr. LYTTELTON: The point I was 
appliances are forthcoming, and then, dealing with when that interruption took 
having proceeded so far on his way to place was this. Some hon. Member on 
what some hon. Members prefer to call | the other side shouted out, when I was 
slavery, the Chinese labourer can break the | about to say thata pledge had been given 
contract at any time he thinks fit, if the | that it was not in the Ordinance. Now 
conditions which have been explained to | ! want to,know whether, when a definite 
him in China at his own home and again pledge has been given by a Minister, 
in the Transvaal prove to be such that however unworthy, in charge of * 
they are disagreeable to him. [Cries from | Measure for the time being, that acertain 
the Opposition Benches of “Nothing of thing shall be inserted in thet measure, 
that in the Ordinance.”] I am perfectly 4 ask you whether you believe him or 
well aware of that. [Ironical cheers from | not ? 
the Opposition Benches.] I am not! 
surprised at that cheer, for it is the habit Boye: Vaan Rae Sa 
of some hon. Members on that side of | E.): We have‘a right to know. 
the House to disbelieve the word of an} *Mr. LYTTELTON: I do not care in 
English Minister. [Cries of “No, no! ”’) +| the least whether the hon.Member believes 
|me or not; it is sufficient for me that 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) | there are Members'of the House who 
rose to order. The right hon. Gentle- | Will believe me. What I have said is 
man had, he said, made a serious that the regulations shall, if the Ordin- 
imputation against a certain section | 22ce does not, provide for the things I 
of the House—that they were in the | have said in the House shall be provided 
habit of disbelieving the word of an | for. 


English Minister. It was an imputation | 
, AM REDMOND: Wehave 
that should not be borne by any Member | ae. Tee 7“ 


ati hem. 
sie Te a right to see them 


| *Mr. LYTTELTON: I now proceed 


*Mr. SPEAKER said it did not appear | with the subject from which I was diverted 

to him_to be a breach of order. | by interruptions. Hon. Members must 

be familiar with those Acts of Parliament 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon-| which lay down general principles and 

shire, Eifion) said he desired to raise provide for the framing of regulations, 
Mr. Lyttelton. 
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sometimes to be laid on the Table of the | that regulations carrying out the Act may 
House and sometimes not, to carry out| be propounded by the Lieutenant- 
those general principles in detail. That | Governor five or even more years after 
is the machinery which is adopted on the | the passage of the principal Act, they wil] 
present occasion in a matter of difficulty | see that it would be perfectly ridiculous to 
and complexity. Some of thealterations | ask that the operation of the Ordinance 
which have been made on the face of the | should be suspended for three, or four, or 
Ordinance have been made in order to| five years. The Ordinance gives power to 
give greater elasticity and flexibility, in make regulations continually, and they 
order that we shall not bind ourselves for | may be made, if occasion is necessary’ 
all time to a method which possibly may several years hence. The Amendment, 
not be proved by experience to be the | then,would be an absurdity, because it asks 
best. Members familiar with the Coal| us to postpone the passage of the 
Mines Acts, Factory Acts, and similar | Ordinance until that Ordinance and its 
Acts, are well aware that years and years | regulations have been discussed by the 
after the principal Act has been passed | House of Commons in their complete 
regulations continue to be made under it. | and operative form. Of course, if we 
I think that that has been done as much | are to wait for that, we may postpone 
as ten years after the passing of the | the matter for years. I utterly repudiate 
principal Act. what more than one hon. Member has 
said that we and our own countrymen in 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: That is | the Transvaal are treating this question 
a very different thing. on a level lower than the Chinese. I 
utterly repudiate that, whoever said it. 
*Mr. LYTTELTON: Whatis the present | [Opposition cries of “ Who said it,” and 
situation? It is that the House affirmed | “Name.”] Several said it. I took down 
only four or five daysago the principle of | the words of the hon. Member for 
this legislation. It affirmed the fact that | Camberwell— 
there was a great shortage of native 








; _ | The Chinese Minister has to be invoked to 
labour in the Transvaal, and that white | mitigate your barbarity.” 


labour will not replace that black labour. | 
| Hon. Members, I observe, first deny 


Those were the first two principles | or : sili 
definitely established by our debate last | , “= ‘ : — Hee = ore t a 
week. [An Hon. Memper: By closure.]) ~~" SF ee re ere 


: ; it. W it i —if 
The third was that this was a matter of | ane ” _ Fo? a — ‘ 

. | that is a Parliamentary expression—that 
the most vital urgency. 


| the Chinese Minister has to be invoked 
_in order to mitigate the Government’s 
| barbarity. The suggestions made by the 


| . * . * « 
*Mz. LYTTELTON: I know that the | Chinese Minister were all anticipated by 


hon. Member does not agree with me, but 
that was what the House thought. IfI| —and if hon. Gentlemen opposite think 
have carried the House so far with me, | that Sir Arthur Lawley is not to be trusted, 
if they agree that the matter has been | let me assure them that I have made 
decided to be one of great urgency and | provision, lest by any chance anything 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: No. 


myself—[Opposition cries of “ Where ?”’} 
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should be forgotten, that by regulation a 
transfer of the contract shall not be per- 
mitted without the consent of the labourer. 
I do not blame hon. Gentlemen opposite 
for not knowing the laws of the Trans- 
vaal, but I have been obliged to study 
tiem. Unless I am strangely mistaken, 
hon. Gentlemen opposite are utterly 
wrong, and the Chinese Minister was 
wrong, in supposing it was necessary to 
provide that corporal punishment. shall 


not be permissible. I maintain, with- 
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has a perfect right to enter into pre- 
liminary arrangements in order to obtain 
these coolies, subject to the law which 
will be made to regulate this matter, 
No one in this House or out of it has the 
slightest power to stop it. 


Masor SEELY 


standing for a while amid loud and re- 


rose, and remained 
peated cries of ‘‘Order”’ from the Govern- 
ment Benches and of “ That is English 


courtesy” from the Irish Benches, but 





out any fear ‘of contradiction, that | eventually resumed his seat. 
the scheme of the Ordinance upon that 

. ° ‘ H % pad bid bo Pl Od y . . = 
point leaves the mine-owners without any Mr. LYTTELTON, continuing, said:— 


power to inflict corporal punishment on | I do not suppose that many hon. Members 
the Chinese. 
Chinese, as temporary citizens of that | have been pertectly competent for any 
country, would have their remedy against | Citizen in the Transvaal to have in- 
" them. The right hon. Gentleman the | troduced Chinamen into the Transvaal. 
Member for the Forest of Dean the other | The only purpose of this Ordinance was 


- e . ! . 1A a 
day went7out of his way to accuse me of | that legal effect might be given to such 


Were they to do so the! are aware that before this session it would 





being personally responsitle for a viola- 
tion of the Truck Act. It is not often 
that he is unacquainted with what he 
talks about, but I daresay he is not 
aware that by the law of the Transvaal 
the practices at which the Truck Act 
is directed are illegal. It is not intended 
to infringe that law by means of the 
Ordinance. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: My point 
was simply that the whole compound 
system violates the whole spirit of our 
Truck Act. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I understand the 
Truck Act ina less liberal sense than the 


right hon. Gentleman. That Act cannot 


be infringed by this Ordinance unless the | 


law already existing in the Transvaal is 
specifically repealed. One other com- 
plaint is made —that recruiting was going 
forward inChina. Why not? Anybody 


Mr. Lyttelton. 


| restrictions as appeared desirable when 


they were introduced. 


Mayor SEELY: What was vour pre- 


decessor’s pledge ? 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : Do right hon. and 
hon. Gentlemen opposite think that inden- 
tured labour under restrictions is a novelty 
|in the British Empire? The right hon. 
|Gentleman the Member for Wolver- 
hampton, as a former Secretary of State 
for India, knows this practice very well, 
because coolies have left India under 
indentures, under, I suppose, his actual 
authority, and under conditions very 
slightly differing from those we are con- 


sidering. 


| 
Mr. CROOKS: Not in compounds. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: In the Trinidad 
Ordinance he will find that compulsory 
residence on the premises of the employer 
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was prescribed for the coolies who were; *Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): In tlhe 
imported under indenture from British | speech which the Colonial Secretary has 
India. I trust Ishall always be perfectly | just delivered he has attached, I venture 
frank with the House, and I desire to say | to think, a very exaggerated and a very 
that it is true that there is more holiday | unnatural interpretation to the fact that 
for the Trinidad coolie than is proposed | this House last week, by an attenuate 
under this Ordinance, but the conditions | majority, refused to pass a vote of 


are not widely different. They cannot 
terminate the contract as we propose that 
the Chinamen should be able to terminate 


it. I respectfully submit that the right | 
’ hon, Gentleman the Member for Wolver- 


hampton, who was Secretary of State for 
India, and who, therefore, was respon- 
sible, for the time they were in operation, 
for these Acts which regulated the im- 
portation from India of coolies to the 
Colonies, should think well before he 
accuses this Government of instituting 
a system of slavery. I do not wish to 
embitter this discussion; but I do say 
this—that it is impossible to get really 
the true inwardness of this Amendment 
and of this discussion without ascertain- 
ing that hon. Members who support 
the Amendment to believe 
on behalf of 
the Government and what is pledged on 


decline 
what is*pledged here 


behalf of the Transvaal Government and 
Lord Milner. That is the position which 
hon. Gentlemen opposite take up, and I 
venture to say that they cannot get out 
ofit. If these pledges are to be believed, 
then what you require will be effected. 
If they are not to be believed, then you 
will have ample opportunity when the 
regulations are laid on the Table, as they 
shall be, of moving a vote of censure on 


the Minister who has broken those pledges. 


this Ordinance. 


/censure on His Majesty’s Government. 
|My right hon. friend, in the course of his 
speech, acknowledged the invalidity of 
the claim he made by elaborately 
re-arguing the merits of the question 
_and by endeavouring to demonstrate 
to us by imputation, that my right 
for Wolver- 
hampton had in a former case practi- 
cally legalised the condition of slavery. 
My right hon. friend says that nobody 
can charge this Ordinance with legalising 
slavery unless he is in ignorance of the 
facts; yet he points by way of substanti- 


hon. friend the Member 


ating his argument to the precedent which 
he says exists, and he spoke of Trinidad 
and other parts of the British Empire. 
Let me examine that contention for a 
moment in the light of the facts. In the 
first place, is there any immigration 
Ordinance anywhere in force in the British 
Empire which does not limit the number 
of days in the year on which the work- 
man is to labour? There is no such limi- 
tation in this Ordinance. I ask another 


question. Is there any immigration 
Ordinance in force in the British Empire 
'which puts no limitation whatsoever on 
the number of hours in the day for 
labour? ‘Lhere is no such limitation in 
Is there any Ordinance 


in force in any other part of the British 





That opportunity you shall have. These | Empire which makes no provision what- 
regulations shall be laid onthe Table. If | ever as to the rate of wages? If !my 
they do not carry out our pledges, we | information is correct, in practically all 
shall expect, and we shall deserve, the | these Ordinances provision is made that 


censure of the House. | the wages to be paid to the indentured 
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workman are to be at the same rate, or at 
any rate in the same ratio, as the wages 
paid to labourers not under indentures in 
the district i in which they work. Then, 
again, so “tar as my information goes, with 
the exception, if it be an exception, 
of the solitary case the right hon. 
Gentleman has referred to, there 
has never been anywhere else in the 
British Empire a provision that the 
labourer must not quit the premises of 
his employer for more than forty-eight 
hours, and then only with a permit. 
Then, finally, is there anywhere in any 
other Ordinance in any part of the British 
Empire a clause parallel to the 11th 
Clause of this Ordinance, to which the 
Chinese Minister took, I think, just 
exception—a clause which enables the 
indentured labourer to be sold without 
his own consent from one employer to 
another ? I confess I think this is one of 
the least creditable things in the history 
of diplomacy that it should appear in a 
Paper presented to Parliament that an 


enactment of that kind, deliberately | 


made by a British Legislative Assembly, 
and apparently to be sanctioned by the 
British Crown, has been protested 
against by the Minister of a foreign | 
Power. My right hon. friend seems to | 
regard the imputation of slavery as me 
rhetoric and clap-trap. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: 
friend has asked whether any Ordinance 


My right hon. 


in any part of the British Empire con- 
tains the power to transfer a contract. 
I find that Section 199 of the Trinidad 
Ordinance states that if at any time there 
shall appear to the Governor sufficient 
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*Mr. ASQUITH: Let me point out 
that there is a broad distinction between 
a thing done on the,initiative of the 
Government and the thing done here on 
the initiative of the employer, although 
it may require the assent of the 
Government to carry it out. [“Oh!”] 
If the right hon. Gentleman challenges 
me on that point, why is he going 
to accept the protest of the Chinese 
Government ? If the Trinidad Ordinance 
is sufficient security for the freedom of 
the labourer, why is he going to alter 
this ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: My right hon. 
friend asks me a Question. [Interruptions.} 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: You 
would not give way to Seely. 
_*Mr. LYTTELTON: Before this 


message came from the Chinese Minister 
I had already made provision that 
that should be with the consent of the 
labourer. 





Mr. ASQUITH: But, I am deal- 
‘ing with this Ordinance as it stands; 

and the 11th Clause, as it was presented 
for the assent of Parliament, in my 
‘opinion, completely transforms 4 
‘contract of service into a status of 
| serfdom, because it is of the essence of 
| free service that the servant should have 
the power to exercise a veto on the 
transfer of his service from one 
employer to another. The right hon. 


| Gentleman was indignant because he says 


we would not accept his pledges. It is 
not a question of believing in the 





'good faith eithe: of the Minister 


grounds it shall be lawful for him to} | or any other servant of the Crown. | 
transfer a labourer during the length of | entirely protest against any such lan- 


his service from one employer to another. | 


Mr. Lyttelton. 


guage. Itis the case of the House of 
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Commons abdicating its functions. Let | 


us see your pledges, not in vague and in 
indefinite language, but translated into 


the language of the law, put into the | 


Ordinance and into the regulations which 
we can criticise and scrutinise, accept or 
reject, as they commend themselves to 
our judgment or otherwise. 
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enforceable by fine or imprisonment with- 
out having the regulations submitted to 


it. Thejhon.*Member for Stowmarket 


said— 


“Cannot you trust the representatives of the 
Crown on the spot?” 


Yes, Sir, I am not going to make any 
_imputations of any sort or kind upon them, 


But itis a fundamental principle, not only 


Let us come now for a moment—for this 
isthe root and essence of the question—to 
the matter of the regulations themselves. 


What are these regulations ? So far as | 


the House is concerned, at this moment 
they are a _ piece 
but what do they deal with? Let me 
call attention to some of the matters 
which are left to the local Government 
by regulation to settle for themselves. I 
will quote three or four. The third is 
for the proper enforcement of contracts 
with labourers ; the fifth is for the intro- 
duction, repatriation, and control of the 
families of labourers; the seventh, for 
the proper control of labourers ; and the 
thirteenth, for preventing desertion from 
All these are 


service by labourers. 


matters which” vitally affect the liberty | 


of action, the comfort of {life, and the | 
ordinary daily existence of the labourer | 
himself. You have given to thejlocal | 
authority of the Transvaal the power to | 
make regulations on these vital matters, | 
and (let the House not forget), by the! 
30th clause of the order, to enforce the | 
regulations in the case of a labourer by a | 
fine not exceeding £20, or imprisonment | 
I say the 
House of Commons, in what everybody | 
will admit is a question of extreme 


not exceeding six months. 


delicacy and complexity affecting vitally | 
the liberty of the subject in that distant 

part of the dominions of the Crown, ought | 
not to give a blank cheque to the local Ex- | 


. a 
ecutive to make regulations of this kind | 


of blank paper, ' 


of law, but of common sense, that you 
may not delegate a trust, and this House 
in this matter is itself a trustee. Itisa 
trustee not only forthe white population, 
which is the dominant class; it is & 
trustee not only for the black population, 
which constitutes the great bulk of the 
indigenous race; but it is a trustee for 


everybody who under the protection 


of the Crown, with the authority and 
consent of the Government, and still more 
by its invitation and by its contrivance, 
comes within the dominions of the Crown. 
and becomes subject to its laws and its 
jurisdiction, and you cannot without 


grave dereliction of the duty which this 


House has always assumed, and which 
up to now, [believe, it has continuously 
and diligently discharged—the duty of 
watching! over the liberty of everyone 
from whatever part of the world he may 
come who is for the time being on British 
soil and subject to British control— 
you cannot, without a grave dereliction 
of that great and traditional constitu- 
tional function, hand over to the discretion 
of a local authority the power of dealing 
with a matter of this kind which vitally 
affects the fundamental liberties of the 


people. 


How is this going to be done? 
It is done, as we know, and as is 
not denied, in defiance of the opinion, 


so far as it has found articulate 
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expression, of all the self-governing 
Colonies of the Crown. It is done in 
defiance of the opinion, as far as it has or 
can be expressed, of the great mass of the 


people of this country. There is not an 


hon. Member opposite who will not agree | 


that if a proposal of this kind had been 
made to the House of Commons twelve 


| 
or even six months ago it would have | 


been rejected by a practically unanimous 


vote and repudiated, scouted, and 


laughed out of existence. 


change? Simply that people are 


in a hurry and will not wait for the | 


natural operation of remedial forces 


in a country devastated by war 
and wisfortune of kind. 


say with all confidence that a weaker 


every 
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What is the | 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND asked 
why, if the Colonial Secretary had made 
up his mind to alter the Ordinance in the 
respect he had mentioned, before the 
| Chinese Minister suggested the alteration, 
no allusion was made to the circumstances 
in the reply to the Chinese Minister’s 
| letter ? 





*Mr. LYTTELTON: 
was that I 
Lieutenant-Governor not to consent to 


What I stated 
intended to instruct the 


| 
| 
| 
! 
| 


| transfer of contracts without the consent 
| of the labourer. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
| wished to ask another Question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that the hon. 





case for an interference so grave and Member could not speak a second time, 


fundamental with the essential liberties | 
aa , ae Question put :— 
of British subjects and people living | 


under British protection was never before | The House divided :—Ayes, 156; Noes, 


presented. 212, (Division List No. 9.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) { 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Brown, George M.( Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 


Delany, William | Hardie, J. K. (Merthyr Tydvil) 
Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway | Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) | Hayden, John Patrick 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Donelan, Captain A. | Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
| Doogan, P. C. Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
| Ellice,Capt E.C(SAndrw’sBghs | Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
| Ellis, John Edward (Notts. ) Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas | Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) | Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
| Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | Jordan, Jeremiah 
| Eve, Harry Trewlawney Joyce, Michael 
Burke, E. Haviland Farquharson, Dr. Robert | Kearley, Hudson E. 
Burt, Thomas | Fenwick, Charles | Kilbride, Denis 
Buxton, Sydney Charles | Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | Labouchere, Henry 

| 


Caldwell, James Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond Lambe.t, George 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | Flavin, Michael Joseph Langley, Batty 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Flynn, James Christopher Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Causton, Richard Knight | Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Churchill, Winston Spencer | Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrin: gton} 
Condon, Thomas Joseph | Freeman-Thomas, Captain 'F. | Leng, Sir John 

Crean, Eugene Gilhooly, James | Levy, Maurice 

Cremer, William Randal | Goddard, Daniel Ford | Lloyd-George, David 
Crombie, John William Grant, Corrie | Lough, Thomas 

Crooks, William | Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) | Lundon, W. 

Cullinan, J. Griffith, Ellis J. | Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Dalziel, James Henry Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill | MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


Mr. Asquith. 
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M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
MHugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henr 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
0’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
0’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
0’Dowd, John 

0’Malley, William 

0’Mara, James 

O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


Agy-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sit Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel; Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A(Wore 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Rehard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 


NOES. 


Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dewar,Sir T.R(Tower Hamlets 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 

Fyler, John Arthur 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. E. (T’r Hamlets) 
Gore, Hn. S.F.Ormsby-(Linc.) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir E.W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
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Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Toulmin, George 

Walton, Jn. Lawson (Leeds, 8.) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams. Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Woodhouse, Sir J.T( Huddersf 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr 
William M*Arthur. 


Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG( Midd’ x 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris,F Leverton(Tynemouth 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson,Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hobhouse, Rt Hn. H(Somers’t 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F(Sheffield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop) 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks., N. R.) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
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Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, Jobn Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Milner, Rt Hn. Sir Frederick G 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn.J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn.Wm.Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
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Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pym, C. Guy 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M.W.(Stalybridge) 
Ritchie; Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col.Edw.J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C(North’mb.Tynside 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W, F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
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Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(OxfdUniy. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC.E.H.(Sheff'ld. 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt.Hn. C. B. Stuart. 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs-—-Sir 
Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 





WILD BIRDS PROTECTION ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without Amendment; to be read the 
third time this day. 


INQUIRY INTO CHARITIES (COUNTY 
BOROUGH OF BOLTON). 


Return ordered, “comprising (1) the 
Reports made to the Charity Com- 
missioners, in the result of an inquiry 
held in the county borough of Bolton into 
endowments, subject to the provisions of 
the Charitable Trusts Acts, 1853 to 1894, 
and appropriated in whole or in part for 
the benefit of that county borough, or of 
any part thereof, together with the 
Reports on those endowments of the 
Commissioners for inquiring concerning 
Charities, 1818 to 1837; (2) a Digest 
showing whether any, and, if any, what 
such endowments are recorded in the 
books of the Charity Commissioners in 
the county borough; and (3) an Index, 
alphabetically arranged, of names and 
places mentioned in the Reports.”—(Mr. 
Griffith-Boscuwen.) 

















HOUSE OF COMMONS (KITCHEN AND 
REFRESHMENT ROOMS). 


Ordered, That a Select Committee be 
appointed to control the arrangements 
for the Kitchen and Refreshment Rooms 
in the Department of the Serjeant-at- 
Arms attending this House. 


Ordered, That the Committee do con: 
sist of seventeen Members. 


The Committee accordingly 
nominated of—Mr. James Bailey, Mr. 
Broadhurst, Mr. Cremer, Mr. Dalziel, Sir 
Horatio Davies, Sir Thomas Firbank, 
Mr. Hudson, Mr. Jacoby, Colonel Lock- 
wood, Mr. Lonsdale, Dr. MacDonnel, Mr. 
Malcolm, Mr. George Ormsby-Gore, Mr. 
Pierpoint, Mr. Power, Mr. William 
Redmond, and Sir Harry Samuel. 

Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 


was 


records. 


Ordered, That Three be the quorum. 
—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Adjourned at fourteen minutes 
after Twelve o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF 
Tuesday, 23rd February, 


LORDS. 
1904. 


PRIVATE BILL bl 


Clyde Valley Electrical Power [H.1.]. 
And also the Certificate that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have not been complied with :—Maryle- 
bone Chapels (St. James, Westmoreland 
Street) (Petition for Bill). The same 

¢ were ordered to lie on the Table. 


(SINESS. 


Preston and Lytham Tramways and 
Tramroad Bill [u.u.]. Presented, and 
read 1°, 


Membe 


Young and Bell’s Patents Bill [H.v.]. 
Read 2*, and committed. 


Middlesborough, Stockton-on-Tees, and 
Thorley Tramways Bill; London United 
= Tramways (Railways) Bill. The order 
of Thursday lastreferring the Examiners’ 
. ~ Certificates of non-compliance with the 
= Standing Orders to the Standing Orders 
A Committee on Thursday next, discharged. 


ttes revision by the 


Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
pland) Act, 1899. Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the following 
: Lords be proposed to the House as the 
= panel of Lords to act as Commissioners 
Sunder the Act, viz.:—L. Herries, L. 
= Muncaster; agreed to; and the said 
* Lords appointed accordingly. 


encement of a Sp 


ULE 


°O 


Kilmarnock Corporation Order Con- 
a eg Bill. Brought from the Com- 
mons; read 1*; to be printed; and 
wens sonien to the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899) deemed 
% to have been read 2* [The Lord Kintore 
VUE. Kintore)], and reported from the 
= Committee. (No. 14.) 


sterisk (*) at the 


a 


PETITIONS. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES 
SYSTEM) BILL [u.1.]. 

Petitions in favour of; of the Provost, 
etc., of Selkirk; Corporation of Folke- 
stone ; Corporation of Stockport ; Corpora- 
tion of Chatham; Provost, etc., of Inver- 
ness ; Corporation of Brighton; Notting- 
ham Chamber of Commerce; Sheffield 


VOL. CXXX. [FourTH SERIES. ] 


(METRIC 
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Chamber of Commerce ; Liverpool Cham- 
ber of Commerce; Wolverhampton 
Chamber of Commerce; London Associa- 
tion for the Protection of Trade; and 
Town and County Councils, Merchants, 
Members of Chambers of Commerce, 
Schoolmasters, Teachers, Ministers of 
Religion, Shop keepers and Retailers, 
Manufacturers, Engineers, Trades Unions, 
Members of Trades Unions and Workmen, 
and others. Read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND), 
Rule made by the Intermediate Educa- 


tion Board of Ireland in substitution for 
Rule 28 of lst May, 1903. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT. 
Annual Report on the state of the 
finances of the University of Aberdeen 


under the provisions of Section 30 of the 
Act. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES (METRIC 
SYSTEM) BILL [1.1.] 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


*Lorp BELHAVEN anp STENTON : 
My Lords, in rising to move the Second 
Reading of this Bill I feel considerable 
diffidence owing to its large and universal 
scope, affecting every person within the 
United Kingdom. I would gladly have 
left it to His Majesty’s Government to 
have initiated legislation on a subject 
which a very great number of people re- 
gard as one of vital importance to the 
welfare of the country ; but, from answers 
which have from time to time been 
given by Ministers to deputations which 
have advocated this measure, it is clear 
that, however much they sympathised 
with the object and believed in its 
utility, they did not consider, at the 
time those answers were given, that public 
opinion was sufficiently ripe for the 
compulsory introduction of the metric 
system. It will be my object to-day, 


Z 
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among other aims, to show how very 
strongly public opinion has now come 
round in its desire for this measure. I 
will not go further back in the history 
of the movement than the year 1895, 
when a Select Committee of the House of 
Commons sat for a considerable time 
and took exhaustive evidenee on the 
whole subject. In July of that year the 
Committee published their Report, and 
I have caused that Report to be printed 
with the Bill in order that your Lord- 
ships might have an opportunity of 
studying it at your leisure. I will therefore 
only read the’ three recommendations 
contained in that Report— 


(a) That the metrical system of weights and 
measures be at once legalised for all purposes. 


(6) That after a lapse of two years the 
metrical system be rendered compulsory by 
Act of Parliament. 


(c) That the metrical system of weights and 
measures be taught in all public elementary 
schools as a necessary and integral part of 
arithmetic, and that decimals be introduced at 
an earlier period of the school curriculum than 
is the case at present. 

Of these three recommendations the 
first was complied with by the passing of 
the permissive Act of 1897. By this Act 
the use in trade of a weight or measure of 
the metric system was made lawful, and 
a person using or having in his possession 
such a weight or measure was not by 
reason thereof liable to a fine. The Act 
further provided that the Board of Trade 
standards should include metric standards, 
and it was made lawful for the Queen, by 
Order in Council, to make a table of 
metrical equivalents. Such tables have 
been published by the Board of Trade. 
This Act was a great relief to those 
manufacturers who were making goods 
for export to countries where the metric 
system was in force, but there appears 
to have been a serious omission in that 
Act, in that inspectors of weights and 
measures were not given power to verify 
and stamp the metric weights and 
measures so used. 


The third recommendation—I pass for 
the moment over the second—of the 
Select Committee has also been complied 
with. The metric system has been taught 
in the elementary schools under the 
Educational Code of 1900, but it is to be 
regretted that though the teachers give 
much time and trouble to teaching this 


Lord Belhaven and Stenton. 


{LORDS} 








Measures Bill. 676 


new subject, in many cases the examiners 
have not asked any questions in that 
section of arithmetic. Therefore school 
teachers are very much disheartened 
when they find that inspectors seem to 
look upon it in a half-hearted way and 
they get no credit for the time they 
devote to the teaching of it. If this 
Bill passes it will be the means of infus- 
ing a great deal more energy into this 
particular subject. But while the first 
and third recommendations of the Select 
Committee have been. acted upon, the 
second—the most important of all—which 
proposed that after two years the metric 
system should become compulsory by 
Act of Parliament, has not been noticed, 
notwithstanding that over eight years 
had elapsed since the recommendation 
was made. It is to meet that recom- 
mendation that the Bill now before your 
Lordships has been introduced. After 
the Report of the Select Committee 
had been made the advocates of 
the metric system continued their 
campaign. In November, 1895, a 
deputation from the Chambers of Com- 
merce throughout the Kingdom, sup- 
ported by the Decimal Association, waited 
upon Mr. Baliour. In reply, Mr. Balfour 
expressed himself in favour of the metric 
system, and concluded with the following 
words— 


“The compulsory change to which we all look 
forward could not, with safety or advantage, be 
undertaken by the Government till public 
opinion is more prepared for it than at present. 
The public opinion with which we have got to 
deal, and which we are bound to consider, is not 
the public opinion of the great manufacturers 
alone, but the public opinion of every man and 
woman you meet in the street. While I look 
forward to the time, and no distant time, when 
they will adopt the change without difficulty 
and without repugnance, I should like to see 
private enterprise do more than it has done up 
to the present to show that the change can 
be adopted without inconvenience, and that it 
carries with it all the benefits which I, in 
common with you, firmly believe to be attached 
to the metric system, and which it is hopelessly 
impossible to associate with the arbitrary, 
perverse, and utterly irrational system under 
which we have all had the misfortune to be 
brought up.” 


In March, 1899, a deputation from the 
Decimal Association waited on the 
President of the Board of Trade, and 
Mr. Ritchie replied much in the same 
terms. He recognised that the proposed 
change would be an advantageous one 
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for the country, but he was of opinion , of Great Britain and her dependencies, 
that the public demand for it was not the United States of America and 
yet sufficiently strong to justify the Russia, have abandoned their antiquated 
Government in making it compulsory. system and adopted the metric one; and 
In June, 1900, a Congress of the Cham- in the two latter countries steps are 
bers of Commerce of the British Empire being takeninthe samedirection. Atthe 
was held in London, when a strong present moment there is a Bill before the 
opinion was expressed by resolution that Congress of the United States in whic) 
the metric system should be rendered it is proposed that— 
compulsory after two years. An im- «(Qn andafter Ist January, 1906, the weights 
portant pointin the history of this subject and measures of the metric system shall be the 
is that in August, 1902--the period of ‘egal 0] of weights and measures of and 
the Coronation—there was a Colonial ' ‘"e United States. 
Conference attended by allthe Premiers Idonot know whether that Bill will pass 
of the self-governing Colonies, and they or not, but I believe there is a strong 
passed this Resolution— probability that it will. Russia has done 
“It is advisable to adopt the metric system ° little in the way of eset bin towards the 
of weights and measures for use within the adoption of the metric system, for instruc- 
Empire, and the Prime Ministers urge the tions have been given by that Government 
Governments represented at this conference to to iron and steel works to alter their rolling 
a the question of its early machinery a0 0s t0 produce only rods, 
sets rails, and sheets on a metric scale. And, 
Since that time our self-governing again, both in the United States and in 
Colonies have taken the matter up with Russia the prescriptions in the Phar- 
great earnestness. The Federal House macopcia have been made out according 
of Representatives for Australia passed to the metric formule. 
strong Resolutionsin its favour. InNew : y 
Zealand a Weights and Measures Act was _ The disadvantages under which we are 
passed by the Colonial Parliament last labouring, and which it is the object of 
year, Clause 25 of which empowered the this Bill to remove, may ke classed under 
Governor, by Proclamation, to enforce three heads: (1) The loss both in time 
the compulsory introduction of the and money which is involved in business 
metric system; such proclamation, how- 224 trade within our own country; (2) 
ever, was not to be issued prior to Ist the serious waste of time in the education 
January, 1906. The Chambers of Com- Of children of all classes caused by the 
merce of the British Empire met again, teaching of complicated tables of weights 
in Montreal in 1903, and passed a similar @0d measures and their application to 
resolution. The Cape of Good Hope arithmetic; and (3) the lamentable loss of 
House of Assembly has agreed to a Our commerce with foreign countries 
Motion in favour of a communication through the use of weights and measures 
being addressed to the Imperial Govern- Which are perfectly incomprehensible to 
ment on the subject of the adoption of foreigners who are accustomed to use the 
the metric system. The Transvaal simple metric system. Dealing first with 
Chamber of Mines have also signified the measures used in this country, the 
their cordial approval of the proposal, inch, foot, yard, furlong, and mile are 
and their willingness to co-operate in those most familiar, but nails, palms, 
giving effect to it. The Governors of hands, links, cubits, paces, fathoms, rods, 
Malta and Bermuda have intimated the Poles or perches, chains, and many others 
desire of the inhabitants of those islands are used in different trades and profes- 
for the introduction of the metric system, sions. When we come to smaller measures 
than an inch, especially where extreme 
The present system of weights and accuracy is required, as in mechanical 
measures, under which this country and engineering, the usual system is to divide 
its Colonies and dependencies are suffer- the inch intoa half, a quarter, one-eighth, 
ing, is most cumbersome, and is abso- one-sixteenth, one-thirty-second, one 
lutely unsuited to the enormously sixty-fourth, and even further. Here is 
developed business of modern times. one of the first difficulties we come to. 
All civilised nations, with the exception In laying out some work the workmen 
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may have jn succession such quantities 
as these—3} ins., 24 ins., 1, ins., 3? 
ins., and so on, and to add these quan- 
tities together requires much  calcula- 
tion with considerable liability to 
error. Frequent mistakes occur in read- 
ing a plan by taking 1,*, for 13, or 
1*1} ins. is read as 11} ins., and vice versi. 


In tle measurement of fields and larger 
areas of land some attempt has been 
made to work on a decimal system by 
measuring with a chain divided into 100 
links, and reducing square chains to 
acres by dividing by ten. But this is 
not always the practice, especially in the 
case of building land where the measure- 
ments are taken in feet and inches. 
Such mixed quantities, when multiplied 
together, produce square feet and a re- 
mainder of square inches. These are 
reduced to square yards by dividing by 
nine. The next step is to divide by 
30} to get to rods, poles, or perches, as 
these are alternatively called in different 
parts of the country. This being accom- 
plished the poles are divided by forty for 
roods, and again by four to get the 
number of acres. We now have the 
area of our plot of ground in so many 
acres, roods, poles, square yards, square 
feet and inches, and when the next step 
is to find the value of the ground, at, say, 
£76 16s. Od. per acre, the whole process 
has practically to be gone over again. 
How different is the simple method of 
measuring the length and breadth in 
metres and decimals of a metre, multi- 
plying these, shifting the decimal point 
four places, when we get the number of 
hectares, with fractional part expressed 
in decimals, when the price can be 
worked out by simple multiplication. 


Turning now to measures of capacity, 
both dry and liquid, we come to such 
a multiplicity of names that I should 
weary your Lordships if I were to 
enumerate them. The whole of these 
names do not apply both to dry and 
liquid measure, an 
connection with their cubic capacities ex- 
pressed ininches. For instance, the pint 
contains 34°66 cubic inches. There is 
also an apothecaries’ fluid measure into 
which fluid ounces, drachms, and minims 
areimported. But the climax of complica- 
tion is arrived at when we come to weights. 
Here we have the avoirdupois system as 
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well as troy and apothecaries’ weights. 
In troy weight there are twelve ounces to 
the pound, in avoirdupois there are six- 
teen; at thesame time, a troy ounce is not 
the same weight asan avoirdupois ounce, 
nor is a troy pound equal to an avoir- 
dupois pound, The apothecaries’ ounce 
is divided into drachms, scruples, and 
grains, whilst the troy ounce is divided in- 
to pennyweights and carats. Again, a stone 
in most cases is fourteen lbs., and such 
a stone is habitually used in talking of a 
man’s weight, as also with live meat; 
but, in the case of dead meat, a stone is 
only eight lbs, and in the case of glass, 
five lbs. 


I have been speaking only of legal 
weights; but all over the country there 
are customary weights, peculiar to each 
county or district, which complicate 
matters more than ever But the people 
do not care to change their habits only 
to deal with an equally cumbersome legal 
weight. If the simple metric system 
were introduced it would quickly dis- 
place the local customs. And here I 
would especially draw the attention of 
your Lordships to the evidence of Mr. 
Kyle, County Inspector of Weights and 
Measures for Buckinghamshire, before 
the Select Committee of 1895, which I 
here refer to as showing the very great 
secondary benefit which will be obtained 
by passing this Bill—I mean the facility 
it will give to put down illegal weights 
and measures, which assist unjust dealing, 
by giving opportunity to unscrupulous 
dealers to take advantage of the ignorant 
and uneducated. Mr. Kyle mentions in 
reply to question No. 2923, that a bushel 
of corn in Sunderland equals 46 !bs.; a 
bushel of corn in Shropshire varies from 
72 to 75 lbs.; a bushel of corn in Here- 
ford equals 63 lbs.; and a -tushel of corn 
in Newtown equals 80 lbs. This shows 
how easily people may be defrauded in 
ordering bushels of corn from various 
places. Speaking of these customary 
weights and measures, and in reply toa 
| question, Mr. Kyle said— 
| “No inspector would endeavour to put down 
| the customary measures, as he has the power to 
|do, because he would handicap his own 
| traders and his own ratepayers. Take 


| my instance. We send to London a large 
| quantity of milk from Buckinghamshire by two 
| special trains a day, and that milk is sold by the 
| barn gallon to London wholesale milk-buyers. 
| If I were to abolish, as I have power to do, the 
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barn gallon, I should handicap all the farmers 
in Buckinghamshire, to the advantage of 
farmers in Hertfordshire, and other counties. 
If an Order came universally, that is to say, 
from the Board of Trade, that every inspector 
was to put down customary measures, [ feel 
certain that there are verv few inspectors who 
would not immediately carry out the order; 
but when every inspector has the power to 
please himself, he is not likely, at any rate, to 
handicap his own ratepayers.” 


He also went on to say— 

“The Act would have to be obligatory to 
remove all these local measures, as they assist 
unjust dealing and do not give people a fair 
opportunity of trading.” 


As in measures of capacity there is 
no direct connection with measures of 
length, so in weights there is no con- 
nection with capacity. For instance, in 
Cornwall a bushel of potatoes is sold as 
224 lbs., and in Nottingham as only 
84 lbs. In several places apples are 
quoted as 16 lbs. to the peck, potatoes 
as 20 lbs., and pears as 18 lbs. to the 
peck. In Worcestershire a pot equals 


four pecks, but in other counties the pot | 


varies from 64 lbs. to 94 lbs. 


The second objection to our present 
system is the waste of time in teaching 
it to children. It is not alone the teach- 
ing of the tables which I have just 
referred to—it is the whole system of 
compound addition, subtraction, multi- 
plication, and division, and the system 
of computation called “ Practice.” It 
is estimated, on high educational author- 
ity, that every child wastes one year 
of its arithmetical school time in learn- 
ing these subjects and that in many 
cases the time lost is much greater. 
Last year inquiries were made of head- 
masters of schools on this subject, and 
197 sent replies, of which 161 said 
that saving of time in teaching the 
metric system would be one year, 
thirty said it would be two years, and 
six that it would be three years. This 
gives a French or German child a great 
advantage over an English child, as the 
time saved can be applied to some more 
useful subject. I should like to quote 
from one of the many letters received. 
The senior mathematical master of 
Edinburgh High School wrote— 

** An average scholar would save at least a 
year and a half, probably two. This saving is 


great in itself, but if it be considered how much 
he saves by not being subjected to a wearisome 


process of acquiring the knowledge, say, to. 
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convert ordinary yards to poles and vice versa, 
or square yards to perches and give a rational 
remainder, and the wearing out of his nervous 
system—uot to speak of the teachers’—I con- 
ceive it to be not only a saving of time but an 
economy of mental effort which is incalculable.” 

The objection does not lie only in the 
time which is wasted. The child is 
wearied and disheartened by the difficul- 
ties of the subject; and, in the case of boys 
at our public schools, many get such a dis- 
taste for arithmetic that they lose all de- 
sire to study mathematics afterwards, and 
I think this has much to do with the low 
standard of mathematical knowledge in 
this country. 

The third evil resulting from our pre- 
sent system is by far the most important. 
It is the great loss of trade and com- 
merce resulting from our using, for our 
exported goods, a system of weights and 
measures that is so incomprehensible to 
foreign nations that they prefer to pay 
more and get less good quality from 
sources where weights and measures are 
used that they can understand. For 
many years the British Consuls in foreign 
countries have reiterated, time after 
time, the loss of British trade from with- 
in their district from this cause. I will 
read two or three extracts from these 
reports, but it would not be difficult 
to pick out a very large number of 
similar statements from Foreign Office 
Papers. In the Bourd of Trade Journal 
of 15th February, 1900, a report was 
published which had been forwarded 
to the Wolverhampton Chamber of 
Commerce by the British Consul at 
Amsterdam. Thisreport dealt with the 
commercial value of the metric system, 
with special reference to the classification 
of German iron manufactures. The 
following is an extract from it— 

“The Iron and Steel Manufacturers’ Unions 
of Germany have adopted a uniform system of 
dimensions (based on metric weights and meas 
ures). Theclassifications are making more and 
more progress in Germany, not in the iron 
trades alone, but in other manufactures. In 
the future Germany, and the Continent gener- 
ally, will have a constantly-increasing advantage 
over British manufactures in foreign countries, 
unless the metric system be fully and entirely 
adopted by Great Britain. I may mention, as 
an undoubted fact, that the preference which 
Germany has obtained here over Great Britain 
as regards railway bridges and other railway 
material is mainly owing to the existence of 
this metric classification.” 

I have in my hand two of the most 
recent reports, and I will therefore omit 
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several of the older ones which have been | total exports; to other non-metrical 
published. The Consul-General of Frank- | countries, 9 per cent.; and to India 
fort-on-Main, writing in July of last year, | and our colonies, 30 per cent., making a 
said— |total of 45 per cent. So that to the 
; p metrical countries we export 55 

“The advantages which would accrue to the t ’ B 7 a Bill A : sy 
exporters of British goods if the decimal system | C&?*- ut 1 t = COCs law, 
were adopted for the export, at least, of such | and our colonies and India follow 
goods as go to countries enjoying the decimal | our example, we shall have 85 per cent. 
system of weights and measures, have been re-| value of trade with metrical countries, 
peatedly demonstrated. Generally speaking, | soainst 15 per cent. with non-metrical. 
it is clear that the more intimately this system Th | h 4 i 
is connected with the habits and customs of ere can be no doubt t lat even this 
a people, the more difficult will, in days of a small quantity would rapidly decrease 
very close competition, be the sale of goods | and that very shortly the metric system 
differently weighed and measured. | would become universal. 


The Consular Report on the trade of | My Lords, I will now very briefly de- 
Sardinia, for the year 1902, contains the | scribe the metric system which it is pro- 
following entry— posed to substitute for the existing weights 

“The principal causes of the fall in trade in and earmner The basis of the whole 
British industrial products are the heavy duties | System 1s the metre, and we have 
imposed on British industrial imports, the | already within this building an exact 
successful competition of other countries, especi- | copy of the international standard. 
ally of Germany and France, and the refusal of | ‘The metre is divided into 100 centi- 

ritish manufacturers, traders, and merchants oni 
to use the decimal system of weights and | metres or 1,000 millimetres, and these 
measures for the sales here.” subdivisions are used by different trades 

There is one feature connected with can fone smentny 9 Se Ses 
our export trade which is of especial | Fy ee ae a 7. 7 
; thousand metres make a kilometre, a 
interest—I refer to Ge army market. | convenient measure for roads and rail- 
According to Mr. Charles Umney, “| ways, being very approximately five- 
manufacturing chemist, in his evidence |. ths of i] T war “at™ thesnuee 
before the Select Committee of 1895, ee oe a oe ws ga 
I ts 5 cee centimetres and millimetres are not used 
zondon was almost entirely, at the oy ; i eer 
beginning of the Nineteenth Century, the | 0" = ee, oe : td 
drug market of the world; “and” he | ication. he ee ee 
added, “it is so now” (i.e. 1895) “perhaps | OF 8rea commences with at sagen 
to the extent of 70 or 80 per cent.” He | metre; 10,000 square metres make & 
said we were losing at that time every | hectare, which is equal; to about two- 
year because many of the drugs were sent @%4-a-half acres. There is an interme- 
to Amsterdam and Havre, and that this | diate measure called an are, containing 
loss of trade was accounted for by our | 100 square metres, and 100 ares make a 
paying for imports aecordin to slips | hectare. The are isa quarter of an acre, 
made out in English weights and measures. | Cubic measure, or measure of capacity, 
But it is in the export trade of prepared | whether for liquids or grain, has its basis 
medicines that the principle loss is|in the litre. A litre is the cube of the 
found. Mr. Carteighe, president of the | tenth part of a metre, or, in other words, 
Pharmaceutical Society, says that the|the cube of ten centimetres. One 
preparation of medicines from the raw | thousand litres make a cubic metre, 
drugs would be made in London on a| while the one-thousandth part of a litre 
much more extensive scale if the metrical | is a cubic centimetre. Here we have a 
weights and measures were permissible. | simple co-ordination between measures of 
Instead of that, there is a loss of business, | length and measures of capacity. 
for the South Americans go to Paris for | , 
their wholesale medicines. It should} The system of weights is equally in 
be borne in mind that our export trade | agreement. The weightof a litre of wateris 
to posers sade, the — Lager | ee ere is to say, one —— 
18 considerably greater than that to) grammes. cubic centimetre of water 
countries not using it, including our vee one gramme. For larger weights we 
colonies and India. Thus, taking the | have 1,000 kilogrammes equal to a ton— 
tables for 1900, we find—exports to | i.c.,a metric ton—and this is the weight ofa 
the United States, 6 per cent. of our | cubic metreofwater. See how admirably 


Lord Belhaven and Stenton. 
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simple this is for the engineer, the builder, 
the manufacturer, and, in fact, for every 
business in life. You have only to know 
the specific gravity of any material — 


wood, metal or stone—and you know | 
that acubic metre of such material weighs | 
that specific gravity in tons, or the cubic | 
centimetre of any substance weighs its own | 


specific gravity in grammes. There are 
severalother multiples and decimal parts of 
metres, grammes, and litres in the metric 
nomenclature instituted by the French 
savants who evolved the system, but 
which are not required in the ordinary 
business of life ; and we shall do well to 
follow the example of the Germans by the 
elimination of all unnecessary names, 
for these are not only unnecessary but in 
some cases confusing. 


There is another advantage which is 
gained by the use of a decimal system. 
The slide rule is hardly known, at all 
events it is very little in use with us, but 
on the Continent it is in constant use for 
every sort of calculation. A sum in 
multiplication or division can be worked 
at a glance by means of this instrument, 
but it is quite useless where mixed 
quantities of feet and inches, or tons, 
ewts. and Ibs. are used. A curious 
illustration of this occurred to me yester- 
day. Iwas in a mathematical instrument 
maker’s shop in the Strand, and I noticed 
a slide rule. I asked if many were sold, 
and was told that hitherto very few, but 
that now there was a demand for them 
by electrical engineers. As electrical 
calculations are all on a decimal system, 
this is a strong confirmation of the 
above statement. In the same way 


accurate calculations can be made by, 


logarithms with wonderful celerity where 
a decimal system prevails. If this Bill 
becomes law, as I greatly hope it will, I 
would strongly urge on the the Board of 


Trade, when publishing any fresh tables | 


of weights and measures, to adopt the 
spelling of the words “meter,” “liter,” 
and ‘‘gram,” used by both Americans and 
Germans, rather than the foreign-looking 
words of the French language which they 
employ in their last tables. 


I will next refer to some of the objec- 
tions which are raised to the measure now 
before your Lordships, with a view to 
showing how trifling they’are compared 
with the advantages which I have quoted. 
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I will begin with the objections stated by 
Ministers on several occasions to deputa- 
tions which have urged this measure. 
| They have said—but this was some years 
ago—that public opinion was not ripe for 
the change. The answer to that is the 
quantity and the quality of the petitions 
which I have presented to your Lord- 
ships’ House this afternoon, and a list of 
which I have had printed and circulated 
to each of your Lordships. The list 
comprises some thirty town and city 
councils, some forty chambers of com- 
merce, a very long string of retail dealers, 
trades unions representative of 289,000 
workers, teachers’ associations, inspectors 
of weights and measures, and a large 
number of individual signatures, bringing 
the total number of individuals repre- 
sented to 333,000, whilst the population of 
the cities and towns whose councils have 
signed petitions is 2,800,000. There is 
also a large number still to come in, and 
I shall probably be able, in a week’s 
time, to present nearly as great a number 
of supplementary petitions. This will, I 
hope, show that there is a very strong 
feeling in the country in favour of this 
Bill. It will be observed that the Liver- 
pool Chamber of Commerce is not in- 
cluded in the list which I have circulated. 
I should like to explain this by saying 
that the Liverpool Chamber of Commerce 
have sent their petition to my noble 
friend Lord Avebury to be presented, and 
as that is one of the most important 
chambers of commerce in the Kingdom, 
I have thought it desirable to mention 
it separately. 


The second objection, and a most 
reasonable one it is at first sight, is that 
'the mass of uneducated people will be 
puzzled and irritated by an innovation 
which affects their ordinary habits in the 
sale and purchase of their every-day 
wants. My answer to that is that it has 
been done in every country on the con- 
tinent of Europe, and in many other 
countries beyond, and that in ten days 
or a fortnight from the commencement 
of the change the new weights and 
measures have been understood, and, ina 
short time more, they have been so 
thoroughly appreciated that no desire is 
shown to go back to the old ones. I 
could read to your Lordships a number 
of replies from His Majesty’s representa- 
tives ih foreign countries as to the ease 
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with which the change was made, but I 
think it will be sufficient if I saythat the re- 
plies were to the effect that the change was 
made without much difficulty, although 
some countries were more rapid in adopt- 
ing it than others; that there had never 


been any desire to return to the old | 
system, and that the adoption of metric | 
weights and measures had assisted the | 


development oftrade. Switzerland com- 
menced to use the metric system eighteen 
months from the passing of the law. 
There was no great difficulty found there 
in the towns, but it was some time before 
it was adopted in remote country places. 
In Germany it was adopted more quickly 
than anywhere else. Two years and one 
month were allowed, and the interval 
thus granted was sufficient to insure the 
adoption of the new system in all details ; 
it was an accomplished fact by the day 
named. There is no desire to go back to 
to the old system, and the change has 
contributed to a rise of German trade and 
commerce, foreign trade deriving much 
benefit. If this Bill should become law, 
although there is no provision in it to that 
effect, it might be desirable, at the time 
the Act comes into force, toexhibit in all 
shops simple tables easily understood 
showing the practical equivalents of old 
and new measures suitable to the special 
trade carried on there. This might be 
left to the local authorities to see to, or it 
might be embodied in the Act. 


There may, again, be others who do 
not come under the category of unedu- 
cated, but who, from a dislike to mental 
effort, would oppose the use of 
weights and measures to which 
they are not accustomed, and would pre- 


fer to muddle on with a system described | 


by the Prime Minister as “arbitrary, 
perverse, and utterly irrational.” To 
these I would reply that the metric 
system is bound to be adopted sooner or 
later, and that personal inconvenience for 
a few days should not be allowed to 
interfere with a measure calculated to 
promote the trade and prosperity of the 
country. A third objection is that the 
change would throw upon traders in 
general, and especially on the small 
trader, an expense which it would be un- 
fair to saddle them with. The reply to 


this is, that the small village shopkeeper | 


who uses a 7 lb. set of iron weights 
Lord Belhaven and Stenton. 
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| would obtain new ones for about half-a- 
'crown, while those using a 7 lb. set 
|of brass weights would be put to the 
| expense of about 16s. over and above 
| the value which would be given for the 
obsolete weights. When it comes to 
large houses of business, or to railway 
companies and factories, the saving 
effected by the simplification of accounts 
on the metric system will quickly com- 
pensate for any expense on weights and 
weighing machines, or in re-placing mile- 
posts with those marking kilometers. 


I have heard another objection made, 
that the full benefit of the change to 
metric weights and measures will not be 
obtained until we adopt a decimal coin- 
age. My Lords, it is true that the 
system will not be perfect until such is 
the case; but there are many more ob- 
jectors to altering the currency than 


there are to changing weights and 
measures. Besides, it would be putting 


an excessive stcain upon the minds of the 
less well-educated to make the double 
change at one time, and therefore we 
have confined ourselves in this Bill to 
weights and measures and have not 
touched upon the coinage question. 
Weights and measures are unquestionably 
the more important matter of the two. 


In conclusion, I will briefly examine 
the clauses of the Bill. Clause 1 pro- 
vides that as from the 5th day of 
April, 1906, or such later date as His 
Majesty may, by Order in Council, fix, 
the metric standards of weights 
and measures shall respectively be 
deemed to be the Imperial standards 
in substitution for the existing standards. 
The 2nd, 3rd, and 4th Clauses are purely 
technical; Clause 5 deals with the 
verification of Parliamentary copies of 
Substituted Imperial standards. Clause 6 
_is the first important clause, and it makes 
it compulsory that every deed, contract, 
bargain, sale, or agreement relating to 
weights or measures made in the United 
Kingdom, or entered into after the com- 
mencement of this Act, shall be made or 
entered into in terms of the metric system 
of weights and measures, and that any 
such document made in terms of any 
other system shall be void and of no 
\ effect. Clause 7 provides that all refer- 
ences contained in any Act of Parliament 
in force at the commencement of {this 
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Act, or passed thereafter, to the Imperial 
weights or measures now in force, shall 
be deemed to be and construed asreferences 
to the respective equivalents in the metric 
system. The remaining clauses are purely 
formal. I have endeavoured to explain 
what the old system isand the new one 
which is proposed, and also the disad- 
vantages of the old system and the great 
advantages of the new. I can only hope 
that vour Lordships will recognise how 
important this matter is to the trade of 
the country, and that in order to facili- 
tate that trade you will give it your 
support. Above all, I would appeal to 
His Majesty’s Government to let the 
measure pass as quickly as_ possible 
through this House in order that it may 
be thoroughly ventilated and an oppor- 
tunity given for the opinion of the 
country tobe ascertained on the subject. 
I beg to move. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2°.— 
(Lor! Belhaven and Stenton.) 
as 


*Lorp COLCHESTER: My Lords, as I 
am one of the only few survivors, if any, 
of the standards Commission of 1870 
which went fully into this question, I 
would venture to ask whether the time 
has really come for taking the very 
much larger step proposed by the 
noble Lord. This is a measure which 
will not only affect one class of business 
or one class of traders—it is a 
measure which will affect the daily life of 
almost everyone. The metric system has 
been made permissive, and the only 
question is whether the time has come 
for making it absolutely compulsory. I 
recognise all the arguments in its favour 
as regards the conduct of business on a 
large scale, especially foreign trade; but 
[doubt whether it would be wise, at the 
present moment, to sweep away entirely 
the existing law and enforce the use of 
the metrie system alike upen those who 
find it convenient and those who do not. 
We have to consider the 45 per cent. of 
our trade with countries where the metric 
system is not yet adopted ; for whatever 
disadvantage we are placed at with regard 
to countries using the metric system, yet 
with regard to 45 per cent. of our trade 
we have the advantage over our competi- 
tors who use the metric system. I think 
those advantages largely compensate us for 
the disadvantages we experience in regard 
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to the other 55 per cent, There is, at 
any rate, only a slight balance of disad- 
vantage. We have to consider those 
engaged in small transactions as_ well as 
those engaged in large ones, and the 
question is whether we should force this 
system upon those who have very little or 
nothing to do with foreign trade or with 
countries where the metric system is in 
use. Those who wish to use the metric 
system in order to facilitate their business 
are quite entitled to do so. The noble 
Lord stated that when once this system 
was introduced it would be very easy to 
displace local weights which are of no 
legal value ; but I venture to think, from 
the experience of France and some parts 
of the United States, where the /ivre as a 
measure and the sow as a price are still in 
use, where strange fractional prices 
continue as equivalents of those under 
the old system, that the adoption of 
the metric system will not be so easy as 
the noble Lord imagines. It will be very 
difficult to displace existing weights or to 
get rid altogether of the existing system. 
As to the educational side of the question, 
Ido not wish to dispute the opinions 
which the noble Lord quoted, of persons 
engaged in education, but one would have 
thought that it would have been advan- 
tageous for children to be taught the two 
systems. At present it is open to anyone 
who finds this a convenient method, 
to use the metric system, and to my 
mind there is no necessity to go further. 
I do not think it should be imposed com- 
pulsorily upon those who do not desire 
it; but if the system is made compulsory, 
then I think there should be a longer 
interval than the two years proposed by 
the Bill before the change becomes 
effective. 


*Lorp KELVIN: My Lords, we are 
losing enormously every year, as has 
been amply proved in the admirable 
speech of my noble friend in moving the 
Second Reading of this Bill, by dilatory 
tactics such as has been suggested. We 
have had nine years of permission to use 
the metric system without thereby 
rendering ourselves liable to punishment 
fora breach of the law, and experience 
has proved that the change from the 
system that has been so long in use in 
this country to a new system cannot be 
made over the whole country voluntarily. 
It is a case for compulsion, and I think 
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the Legislature will be thanked by the 


country for huving applied compulsion. ' 


Of the objections raised against the 
definite and compulsory introduction of 
the metric system, there is not one to 
which I attach the smallest weight. I 
understand that the noble Lord who 
spoke last’ does not disapprove of the 
metric system. [Lord CoLcHESTER 
nodded assent.] I am glad that I can 
accept the noble Lord as a supporter of 
the principle of this Bill, but I would 
ask him to consider how much we should 
lose by a single year more of waiting. 
We sometimes regard this country as the 
wisest in the whole world, and think 
that we are right in everything we do 
and that the rest of the civilised world 
who differ from us are entirely wrong. I 
do not think we should take up that 
position at all. I think we may with 
advantage follow the example of other 
countries with regard to the compulsory 
adoption of the metric system. In 
Germany, France, and Italy, no incon- 
venience has resulted from the intro- 
duction of the metric system, and there 
has never been such a thing as a com- 
plaint. I am astonished at the short- 
ness of time in which the system was 
adopted in Germany. 
occupied only two years. 
hand a statement by Sir 
Ramsay, in which he wrote— 

“T was in Germany during the change 


there; it gave no trouble whatever and was 
recognised within a week.” 


I have in my 
William 


I believe that whatever difficulty may 
be caused in shops, in factories, or in 
engineering establishments, 
small, will, in a fortnight’s or a month’s 
time, be far more than compensated for 
by the diminution of labour which the 
change will produce. While we are 
grateful to France for having given us 
the metric system, while we see France, 
Germany, Italy, and Austria rejoicing 
in the use of it, and benefiting every 
day by the use of it, it is somewhat 
interesting to know that, after all, the 
decimal system, worked out by the 
French philosophers, originated in Eng- 
land. In a letter dated 14th November, 
1783, James Watt laid down a plan 
which was in all respects the system 
adopted by the French philosophers 
seven years later, which the French Gov- 
ernment suggested to the King of England 


Lord Kelvin. 
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as a system that might be adopted by 
international agreement. James Watt’s 
objects were to secure uniformity and to 
establish a mode of division which should 
be convenient as longas decimal arith- 
metic lasted. He curiously anticipated 


Herbert Spencer’s objection to the 
metric system, which was that it 
ought to be duodecimal. If we had 


six fingers on each hand, then duo- 
decimal subdivision might be convenient. 
In point of fact, decimal arithmetic is a 
thing which we may consider is abso- 
lutely settled, and there should be no 
complicated subdivisions whatever, 
Just think of the subdivisions we have 
in the troy pound, which is 5,760 grains: 
the avoirdupois pound is 7,000 grains— 
the troy ounce and the avoirdupois 
ounce differing so considerably as to 
render a very serious accident possible. 
My noblefriend did not refer to anottier 
denomination in which the difference is 
still greater. The avoirdupois drachm 
is 275} grains, whilst the apothecaries’ 
drachm is 60 grains. I speak feelingly 
with regard to that difference. Some 
forty-four years ago there existed an epi- 
demic which Lord Palmerston called a 
“rifle fever.” Iwas myself afflicted with 
the disease; so much so, that I had the 
honour of being appointed to the captaincy 
of the 77th Company of the Lanarkshire 
Rifle Volunteers, and I made numerous 
experiments in my laboratory on rifles. 
While experimenting I was very nearly 
blown up, in which event I should not have 
been here to-day supporting the adoption 
ofthe metric system. Two anda quarter 
drachms was the proper weight, but I 


‘had weighed out two and a quarter 


drachms of sixty grains. I thought it 
appeared rather large. I looked up 
the matter and discovered the mistake 
just in time to prevent the rifle ex- 
ploding and killing me. I have a 
strong recollection of my feelings as to 
the danger arising owing to the resem- 
blance in name of two weights drawn 
from different tables. I feel that the 
case is proved up tothe hilt. I hope 
that the Bill will be allowed to 
pass the Second Reading, and that 
it will not be referred to aSelect 
Committee, which might involve a year’s 
delay. I hope it will be sent forward 
with full pressure to the other House; 
333 Members of which have declared 








Sei 


eV 





rd 


S€y 








693 Weights and 


themselves in favour of it and ready to 
support it. I urge that course because I 
am convinced that its final passing into 
law would be a tremendous gain to the 
British people. 


Lorp WOLVERTON: My Lords, we 
have listened to two very interesting 
speeches, and, speaking for myself, I am 
very much in favour of the Bill, and 
congratulate the noble Lord on the 
success he has met with in the country. 
Iam not, however, here to speak for 
myself but to explain the attitude of His 
Majestv’s Government on this question. 
Mr. Balfour, addressing a deputation on 
21st November, 1895, said that if he 
might express his own opinion upon the 
merits of the case, there could be no 
doubt whatever that the judgment of 
the whole civilised world, not excluding 
the countries which still adhered to the 
antiquated system under which we 
suffered, had long decided that the metric 
system was the only rational system. 
Scientific men in this country, said Mr. 
Balfour, had long been driven to use it 
in their writings and in their calculations, 
and, if he might so express it, to think 
in it—to think out the problems in which 
they dealt in the system which we owed 
to the ingenuity of the French. I am 
afraid, my Lords, after what has been 
said by the noble Lord who has just 
spoken, the Prime Minister was not 
correct in that latter statement, and that 
we can claim that the metric system 
originated in this country. I have quoted 
the words used by the Prime Minister in 
the year 1895, and I do not think that 
lis attitude on the subject has changed 
since then. On behalf of His Majesty’s 
Government I shall place no obstacle in 
the way of the Second Reading of the Bill. 
The Government think, however, that 
in view of the great importance and 
magnitude of the question it should be 
referred to a Select Committee of your 
Lordships’ House. It seems to me that 
wecould find in this House a fitting 
tribunal before whom all this evidence 
could come, and I believe that the 
evidence brought before that Select 
Committee would have a remarkable 
influence upon this question in the 
country. Whilst assenting to - the 


Second Reading of the Bill, the Govern- 
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ment reserve the right to amend it at 
a later stage. 


I will place before your Lordships a 
few arguments to show that it is desir- 
able that this Bill should go before a 
Select Committee. In the Memorandum 
which accompanies the Bill it will be 
noticed that there is a reference to the 
Conference of Colonial Premiers in this 
country and to the opinion they expressed 
in favour of the metric system; but, 
as I understand from a note taken of 
the proceedings at that time, there was 
no strong expression of opinion for 
compulsion in the adoption of the 
metric system. At present there are 
eighty different denominations repre- 
sented by 155 different kinds of weights 
and measures. Under the Bill which 
the noble Lord has introduced these 
will be reduced to thirty denominations 
represented by fifty-three different 
kinds of weights and measures. Though 
there is thereby a great gain, there 
remains some difficulties to cope with. 
In the first place, it is doubtful 
whether the preliminary period of two 
years—although it may be extended 
by Order in Council—is long enough for 
the steps which will have to be taken to 
prepare for the change. The provisions 
of Clauses 7 and 8, substituting in Acts 
of Parliament, by-laws, agreements, con- 
tracts, etc., the metric equivalents for 
the Imperial weights and measures do 
not attempt to face the real difficulty and 
would lead to some curious results. As 
an example, a railway miximum rate of 
so much per ton per mile would become 
the same amount per 1,016 kilos per 
1:6093 kilometers, rather difficult figures 
to deal with if a trader was desiring to 
ascertain whether a railway company was 
overcharging him. In this connection it 
is perhaps for consideration whether the 
existing linear measures might not be 
conveniently retained for some purposes, 
such as measurements of distance, sale of 
land, etc. Such retention would, for 
instance, much’ simplify the conversion 
of railway rates for ordinary merchandise. 
The proposal of the Bill would in any 
legislation relating to the gallon substitute 
for gallon 4°5459631 litres, and on such 
figures the maximum cost of the carriage 
of milk by passenger train would have to 
be worked out. Thecubic footon which 
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the price of gas depends would become 
0°028317 cubic metres; such examples 
could be multiplied indefinitely. 


Other matters which will require 
dealing with are not referred to at 
allin the Bill. Provision is necessary 
for administration in some matters 
which cannot be left to the local 
authority, such as the calling in of 
the existing weights and measures 
used in the trade. If not so called in, 
their use would undoubtedly be con- 
tinued and the object of the Bill to some 
extent defeated. Another matter of 
interest is the nomenclature to be adopted 
when the metric weights and measures 
come into general use. At present the 
people using the system are satisfied, no 
doubt, with the French nomenclature, 
but it is for consideration whether some 
method more easily to be understood by 
the people at large of distinguishing 
between the different measures and 
weights could be devised. That seems 
to me essentially a matter for a Select 
Committee of your Lordships’ House. 
They will be able to deal with that ques- 
tion with knowledge, and I am sure they 
would be able to arrive at some satis- 
factory conclusion which would very 
much shorten the language at present in 
use. On the understanding that the Bill 
is referred to a Select Committee His 
Majesty’s Government offer no opposition 


to the Second Reading. “} i 


iA 


*Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I do not 
propose to enter at length into this in- 
teresting but difficult subject. I feel 
that the thanks of the House are due to 
the noble Lord who introduced the Bill 
for his clear and full statement of the 
subject, and to the noble and scientific 
Lord (Lord Kelvin) who has given so much 
interesting information to your Lordships. 
I am not going into the whole matter, but 
I should like to say how strongly I feel 
the great desirability of this Bill going 
forward. I rejoice to hear from the 
noble Lord who represents the Board of 
Trade in this House, that His Majesty’s 
Government do not intend to oppose 
the Second Reading. I rejoice at that 
exceedingly; but I do not, I confess, 
approve of the suggestion which the 
noble Lord has made of referring the 
Bill to a Select Committee. It is very 


Lord Wolverton. 
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| necessary at times to refer matters to 


Select Committees when they have not 
been probed and examined to a very 
great extent, but that is not the case 
here. I have in my hand a very full and 
able Report by a Committee which sat in 
1895, over whom a very distinguished 
man of science—Sir Henry Roscoe—pre- 
sided. They went very fully into the 
whole matter, and I venture to say that 
nearly every point on which information 
can be desired has been fully investi- 
gated and reported upon in that Report. 
I venture to think that it is the duty of 
an Executive Government to read and 


| digest Reports of that kind when dealing 


with a Bill presented to the Hcuse, and, 


when they have done that, it is their 
business to frame any Amendments 
which they think necessary. Why 


should they shift the responsibility of 
dealing with a matter of this kind on to 
a Committee? I maintain that His 
Majesty’s Government are bound to deal 
with this themselves, and should not 
refer it to a Select Committee. 


The noble Lord instanced one or two 
cases where there would be considerable 
difficulty. I fully admit that, and I am 
sure the two noble Lords who are 
responsible for the Bill will admit that 
the introduction of this great measure 
could not take place without very 
great difficulty being occasioned in 
the country. You will disorganise a 
great many trades; you will put a great 
many people to great inconvenience, by 
changing the whole system of shopping 
and bargaining in the country ; but that 
has been overcome elsewhere, particularly 
in Germany. In that country the whole 
system was changed without any diffi- 
culty. I am afraid we often say, and 
say with some truth, that the Germans 
are a much better educated people than 
ourselves; but I will not for a moment 
believe that the people of this country 
are so uneducated that they will be 
behind the Germans in understanding a 
change which will conduce so much to 
the benefit of the country. The noble 
Lord said there would be difficulty with 
regard to railway rates. I agree that 
in every single trade there would be 4 
difficulty of somekind. The question is, 
Is the change so important that it justi- 
fies dislocating all those trades and 
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making them readjust their arrange- | 


ments ? From all I know, I should 
answer most distinctly that the 
benefits will be so great to our 


international trade, to our home trade, 
and to education, that this change is 
desirable, and will in the end be of immense 
benefit to the country. The noble Lord 
referred to the Conference of Colonial 
Premiers and stated that at that Con- 
ference nothing was said about compul- 
sion. 


Lorp WOLVERTON: I stated that 
they didnot makea great mark of com- 
pulsion; they did not emphasise it. 


*EarL SPENCER: I venture to say 
that without compulsion we shall remain 
exactly in the position in which 
we are now. I believe that com- 
pulsion, in this matter, is absolutely 
essential, and, wherever the change 
has been compulsorily adopted, it has 
been attended with great advantages. 
There will be other opportunities of dis 
cussing this matter, and I shall not delay 
the House further upon it to-night. I 
cannot help expressing the hope, however, 
that His Majesty’s Government will not 
think it necessary to refer the Bill toa 
Select Committee. There is ample 
material for decision, and I think the 
Government may have sufficient confi- 
dence in the noble Lord, and in his 
colleagues at the Board of Trade, that 
they can frame what Amendments are 
necessary without the necessity of delay- 
ing the Bill by sending it upstairs to a 
Select Committee. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LANSDOWNE): My Lords, we on these 
Benches desire to associate ourselves with 
what the noble Earl has said as to the 
thanks which are due by this House to 
the two noble Lords who have introduced 
this Bill, and by their speeches have made 
interesting a most important, but, at the 
same time, dry and intricate, subject. I 
feel sure they will not be dissatisfied 
with the reception which their proposals 
have received. We are all agreed that 
the existing system—if, indeed, it is 
worthy of the name of a system—is one 
to which overwhelming objections can 
be urged. 
and obstructive to trade, home and 
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foreign, and it is probably advantageous 
to no one, unless it be to the dishonest 
trader, who is able to profit by the con- 
fusion which prevails. 


I will not attempt to follow the two 
noble Lords into the instances which 
they gave us of the complication 
and inconvenience of our _ various 
kinds of weights and measures, We 
have all of us on _ occasions suf- 
fered from the state of things which 
prevails. But I am tempted to cap the 
story which was told by the noble and 
erudite Lord on the Back Benches. He 
mentioned how he was very nearly dis- 
abled by a serious accident because a 
rifle upon which he was experimenting 
had been wrongly charged owing to 
the resemblance between two different 
dimensions of weight taken from different 
tables. My anecdote is drawn from a 
more prosaic source. Not long ago a 
friend of mine was travelling on the 
Continent, and being indisposed sent a 
prescription given him by his English 
doctor to be made up by a local druggist. 
In due time a box of pills was delivered to 
him. My friend said they were of the size of 
small marbles, and he wasso intimidated 
by their appearance that he decided not 
to adopt the remedy. Very soon the 
chemist appeared in a state of intense 
emotion, and stated that his assistant, 
who had made up the pills, did not know 
the difference between a grain and a 
gramme, and thought that the latter was 
the proper weight to be used, with the 
result that each of those torpedoes con- 
tained about 30 grains of calomel, which 
I am told is considerably more than a 
grown man’s dose. 


The noble Lord opposite has taken us 
to task for proposing to send this Bill to 
a Select Committee. I do not think his 
objection is well-founded. It is true 
that in 1895 a Select Committee of the 
House of Commons dealt, not with a 
Bill, but with the subject generally. 
Their Report is a very short one, and 
I hope I shall not be thought disrespect- 
ful if I say that it seems to me 
a somewhat perfunctory treatment of a 
difficult subject. My noble friend who 


spoke for the Government has moreover 


made it clear that the Bill on the Table 
contains a number of provisions 
which require very careful and minute 
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consideration, and I submit that a Select 
Committee is the proper body for that 
task. I certainly preter that course to 
the alternative ot the noble Earl opposite, 
who suggested that the proper duty of 
the Government was to pass its time 
reading and digesting Blue-tooks. That, 
indeed, would bean unhappy aggravation 
of our lot. I am sure that if the Bill is 
sent toa Select Committee no undue delay 
will occur, and that it will stand a greater 
chance of success if it is treated in that 
manner. 


THe Earut oF ROSEBERY: I desire 
to associate myself with all that has fallen 
from my noble friend Earl Spencer, except 
his alarming definition of the functions of 
the Executive Government, which, 1 
think, he gave expression to at a moment 
of inadvertence. I cannot find in the 
arguments brought forward ty the 
Government any support for the course 
they recommend. Of course, there are 
difficulties. But this is one of the many 
cases in which you will not evade your 
difficulties by procrastination. All that 
needs to be inquired into in this matter 
is contained in the Report of the Select 
Committee of the House of Commons of 
1895. The noble Marquess thinks 
that that was a cursory examination 
of the subject. Well, the Blue- 
book ought to be ample enough 
even for those who discharge the functions 
of the Executive Government. I admit 
that the people of this country are, in 
these matters, extremely conservative and 
slow to adopt changes. But when we 
recollect that nearly two centuries ago 
they faced the difficulty of adopting a 
totally new calendar, I do think there 
will be the trouble the noble Marquess 
apprehends in inducing them to accept 
this change in weights and measures 
unless the Bill be referred to a Select Com- 
mittee. I never sawagreater distinction 
between the human being and the official 
being than was displayed by the noble 
Lord who represents the Government. 
We all know that there is a difference 
between the two beings, but Ido not think 
I ever saw it so clearly illustrated as by 
the noble Lord. ‘“ As an individual,” said 
the noble Lord, “I am entirely with the 
mover and seconder of the Bill; but asan 
official I am desired by the Government 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 








to announce the policy which they in- 
tend to adopt in this matter.” But this 
is one of the many cases in life in which 
it is best to grasp your nettle. You will 
not get rid of the difficulties in this 
matter, or avoid the temporary disadvan- 
tages of the change, by the appointment 
of any numter of Select Committees; and, 
for my part—without desiring to intro- 
duce any controversial question—I attach 
so much importance to this change that 
I believe, if you carry it out, it will be of 
infinitely more advantage to the com- 
merce of the country than all the fiscal 
remedies proposed by official or non- 
official members of the Government. 


*Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (The Earl of SetsBorne): My 
Lords, if the noble Earl will allow me to 
say so,[ think he has failed at a point 
where failure is the last thing I should 
have expected of him. He has not quite 
grasped the point of the Motion which 
my noble friend proposes to make. He 
speaks of the reference of this Bill, after 
it has been read a second time, to a Select 
Committee as a dilatory proposal. But 
isit? When the House of Commons 
appointed a Select Committee they did 
not appoint it to deal with a Bill. 
That Select Committee dealt with the 
policy. We do not propose that the 
Committee of your Lordships’ House 
should deal with the policy, but with the 
Bill. In dealing with the Bill the Select 
Committee of your Lordships’ House will 
have the whole work of the House of 
Commons’ Committee at its disposal, as 
well as other evidence if it chooses to take 
it, for I understand thata Select Com- 
mittee has full discretionary powers in 
that matter. It will serve the function 
of putting this Bill through the Committee 
of your Lordships’ House in its most con- 
venient form. That is why the Motionis 
submitted, and it is on those grounds 
that I ask your Lordships to accept the 
Government’s proposal. 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: Are 
there any points which have been sug- 
gested by the representative of the Board 
of Trade that cannot perfectly well be 
dealt with in Committee of the Whole 
House just in the same way as other 
Bills are dealt with ? 
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*Tue Eart or SELBORNE: It is a 
matter of opinion; but I think a Select 
Committee is the simplest and most effec- 
tive way of dealing with the Bill. 


THe Duke or RUTLAND: My Lords, 
if the Bill is to be referred to a Select Com- 
mittee, and that Committee is not to call 
witnesses, I see no reason why it should 
not yo to the Committee. But if, on the 
other hand, the Bill and the subject are 
both to be sent to the Select Committee 
and witnesses are to be called, then I do 
see inconvenience and delay in sucha 
course. As I understand it, the Govern- 
ment propose simply to send the Bill to 
the Committee. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : I think it is 
quite clear, from the language which has 
been used from the Front Bench opposite, 
that the Government are entirely in 
favour of this Bill and desire to see it 
pass into law. With that view they have 
proposed that the Bill should go to a 
Select Committeee, not for the purpose of 
taking evidence with regard to the Bill, 
but for the purpose of examining its pro- 
visions, making alterations in its details, 
and so enabling it more easily to 
pass through the Committee stage in 
this House and in Grand Committee. It 
is all very well to say that, by that course, 
the passage of the Bill into law is not 
endangered. Noble Lords opposite know 
as well as I do that if a Bill in the hands 
of a private Member is to pass through 
the House of Commons it must get to 
that House in good time, otherwise it is 
certain to be shut out. I can offer a 
suggestion to the Government which I 
hope they will accept, as it will be the 
best way of proving that they are 
really in earnest in their desire 
that the Bill should pass. It is that the 
Bill should go to a Select Committee on 
the conditions that have been: stated, 
and that after the Bill hag returned to, 
and passed through the other stages of, 
your Lordships’ House, then the Govern- 
ment should make it a Government Bill 
in the House of Commons. 


On Question, Bill read 2", and referred 
to a Select Committee. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SESSION. 


*Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, I rise to 
call attention to the Resolution adopted 
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by this House on 25th May last year 
with regard to the Parliamentary session, 
and to ask His Majesty’s Government 
whether they propose to take any steps 
with reference to it. Lest there should 
be any doubt as to the Motion which 
is referred to in the notice, I may as well 
explain that the Motion was an attempt 
on my part to induce Parliament, and, 
incidentally, society to adopt more 
reasonable habits, and to conform, in 
short, to the usual practices of civilised 
nations by doing such work as we are 
called upon to do, preferably in the 
winter tothe monthsof July and August. 
Although I was temporarily, perhaps I 
ought to say momentarily, successful in 
this endeavour, and although I succeeded 
in obtaining the support of the noble 
Duke who at that time led this House, I 
refrained, with great consideration, from 
pressing the noble Duke on the subject, 
because I felt some doubt in my own 


mind as to whether he would con- 
tinue in this' office, and _ those 
apprehensions have unfortunately 


been justified. Now we are nominally, 
at all events, at the beginning of another 
session—I say nominally because I have 
very little doubt that, in about a fort- 
night’s time, we shall be adjourning inde- 
finitely because we have nothing to do. 
This being the case, it appears to me that 
it is time to ask whether anything is 
going to be done with reference to the 
Motion adopted by the House. 


I have not the smallest intention of 
repeating the arguments which I advanced 
last year. They were apparently con- 
sidered satisfactory, and I own that I do 
not think that was at all surprising, as I 
contend they were founded upon good 
sense. Parliament met last year about 
the middle of February. This House 
adjourned, I think, towards the end of 
March. We practically did not sit at 
all during April ; we sat during a portion 
of May ; we adjourned during a portion of 
May and June; and we met again 
towards the middle of June, and until the 
month of August we were occupied in 
debating matters of a more or less abstract 
description and in discussions often of a 
somewhat desultory character. It was not 
until August that we had the usual influx 
of Bills from the Commons, and they were 
to use an expression which is much in 
favour with the Front Bench, “ dumped” 
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down on this House, some of them in a 
somewhat raw and unfinished condition. | 

There was only one Bill of really first- 
class importance last session—namely, 
the Irish Land Bill. That Bill made its 
first effective appearance here on 3rd 
August, upon which day the Second 
Reading was taken. On 6th August we 
entered upon the Committee stage ; 
on the first night we wrestled with the 
technicalities of the Bill until a dis- 
reputable hour so far as we are con- 
cerned. On 7th August the discussion 
was continued, and the Committee stage 
was brought to an end at a late hour in 
the evening. I want to call particular 
attention to what occurred on this 
evening. When we had disposed of the 
Irish Land Bill we set to work and con- 
sidered a Fertilisers and Food Stuffs 
Bill. We then took the Second Reading 
of the Naval Works Bill, which was 
introduced in a somewhat lengthy speech 
by the noble Earl the First Lord of the 
Admiralty. We then embarked upon 
the Post Office Sites Bill and passed it 
through Committee. We then took the 
Second Reading of the Employment of 
Children Bill — a fairly important 
measure, which was introduced in an 
equally long speech by the noble Lord 
who represents the Home Office; and 
after that we proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the Ireland Development 
Bill, whatever that may be. Having | 
disposed of that, a noble Lord on this 
side of the House called attention to 
the grievances of reserve officers. I had 
a grievance myself which I was anxious | 
to airagainst my noble friend the Foreign 
Secretary, and I always look back upon 
that night with a feeling of resentment, 
because, owing to the congested state of 
the business, I was able to make no 
impression on my noble friend, when my 
turn came, and he therefore escaped 
scot free. This is an instance of 
the amount of work we crowd into 
an August day, or, perhaps, it would 
be more correct to say, an August evening. 
7th August was aFriday. On the follow- 
ing Monday—10th August—we embarked 
upon a large number of Bills—seven or 
eight altogether. On 11th August the 
Irish Land Bill was read a third time andon 
12th August the Motor Car Bill was dis- 
posed of. On13th August the noble Earl 
the Leader of the Opposition put a series 


Lrod Neuton. 
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of conundrums to the noble Marquess the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
embracing all those questions which 
presumbly he had forgotten to ask at an 
earlier period of the session; and on 
14th August Parliament was prorogued., 


To resume for a moment fiscal phrase- 
ology I feel inclined to ask—How much 
longer are we going to take this lying 
down? The noble Earl on the Cross 
Benches, Lord Rosebery, whose support I 
was fortunate enough to obtain, stated 
that in the month of August this House 
was annually converted into a dustheap, 
and he made a bold and drastic suggestion 
that the House of Lords should go on 
strike. Not being possessed of the 
courage and enterprise of the noble Earl 
I do not advocate such drastic measures, 
I shudder to contemplate what grave 
constitutional difficulties would arise if 
we took that course; but I have a much 
more conciliatory proposal which I beg 
to suggest to the noble Marquess. I 
recognise, myself, as everybody else must 
do, that we cannot be the sole judges in 
this matter, and that we cannot consult 
our ownconvenience only. it isperfectly 
obvious that we cannot carry out any 
change unless we can get the House of Com- 
mons to agree with us. WhatI theretore 
suggest to my noble friend is this: That 
he should use his influence with the 
present Leader of the House of Commons, 
whoever he may be, and induce him to 
give facilities for a discussion on a 
Motion in similar terms to that which 
has been adopted by this House. We 
shall then ascertain what the opinion of 
the House of Commons is upon this ques- 
tion. There is really no reason why a 
few hours should not be given to the 
discussion of this subject in the House of 
Commons, because at this time of the year 
that House has some spare time on its 
hands. . ae 8 


If the proposal is accepted—and I 
personally entertain a strong belief that 
it only requires to be talked about 
sufficiently in order to be adopted, and 
that the House of Commons will find that it 
suits their convenience as much as it does 
ours—wel and good; if, on the other 
hand, they reject it, there is an end, at 
all events for the time being, of the 
matter. But what I do respectfully 
desire toimpress upon the noble Marquess 
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is that it really is necessary that some- 
thing should be done, because if we are 
going airily to pass Resolutions, by large 
majorities, of this character and take no 
action upon them, we are really justify- 


ing the statement — the somewhat 
libellous statement—which is made about 
us, that we are little better than 


a collection of persons of more or less 
social eminence who meet here for the 
purpose of airing their individual opinions. 


*THe Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, I had not the advantage of 
being in your Lordships’ House last year 
when my noble friend introduced this 
subject, but I had an opportunity of 
reading the statement which he made, 
and Iam bound to say that I thought 
his arguments were of the most con- 
vincing kind. At any rate, if he had 
desired again to take the sense of your 
Lordships’ House, I certainly should have 
voted with him. My noble friend, I 
think, rests hiscas? upon the true ground. 
We hear a great many arguments in 
favour of an earlier prorogation of Parlia- 
ment which do not appeal very much to 
us. I suppose we would all of us like to 
see more of the country at a time when 
the country is at its best; but London, 
after all, is not a very intolerable place 
even in the dog days, and wecan scarely, 
I think, on grounds of private con- 
venience, ask to have the customs of 
Parliament changed. Nor am I greatly 
impressed by the argument connected 
with field sports which is sometimes 
addressed to us. I agree with what was 
said as to this last year by Lord Ribbles- 
dale: even with an autumn session 


there would be plenty of opportunities 


for those who wished to pursue either a 
sporting life diversified by politics, or a 
political lite “diversified by sport. The 
teal reason, it seems to me, for a change 
of this kind isthat which my noble friend 
has stated—I mean the fact that the 
present system does not enable the House 
of Lords to perform adequately and 
eficiently the duties which belong to it 
under our Constitutional system. 


I have now for a great number 
of years watched events in _ this 
House; and I am _ bound to say it 
seems to me almost a scandal that, 
year after year, important matters 
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of business should be crowded before us 
in the dying moments ‘of the session, 
when we are all of us more or less ex- 
hausted, and when it is quite impossible 
for this House either to consider, as it 
should consider, the Amendments which 


may have been introduced in any 
measure in the other House of 
Parliament during the later stages 


of its progress, or even those Amend- 
ments which are put upon the Paper 
by Members of your Lordships’ 
House. The result, I am afraid, is that 
a great deal of our legislative work is 
very badly done, and that we not infre- 
quently place upon the Statute-book, as 
we certainly did last year in the case of 
the Irish Land Bill, measures which in 
some important respects do not carry out 
the intentions of their framers. There- 
fore, my Lords, I am quite disposed to 
view favourably the proposal of my noble 
friend. Probably the most serious thing 
that can be said against it is this, that it 
will add considerably to the troubles 
of Ministers and their subordinates 
during the winter months, which is the 
season of the year when measures 
should be carefully matured, and there 
is no doubt that work of that kind 
cannot be carried on so satisfactorily 
if business is liable to all those interrup- 
tions which are inseparable from th> 
session of Parliament. 


But, my Lords, as I said a moment ago, 
I wish nothing but well to my noble 
frien 1’s proposal, and if I could advance it 
in any way I should be glad to do so. 


.The noble Duke who spoke last year on 


behalf of the Government made it 
perfectly clear that the question was 
one in which the other House of 
Parliament had not only an equal 
interest with our House, but, as he put 
it, a preponderating interest, and my 
noble friend evidently feels that we 
have to reckon with the House of 
Commons in this matter. I will, how- 
ever, gladly impart to the Prime 
Minister what has been said by my 
noble friend, and I have no doubt my 
right hon. friend will receive the com- 
munication with the respect to which 
it is entitled, considering the quarter 
from which it emanates. But whether 
it will be possible to find time in the 
House of Commons for a debate upon a 
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point of this kind is a question which 
it is impossible for me to answer. 


Lorp ITWEEDMOU1TH: My Lords, 
it seems to me absolutely impossible 
that we can meet the noble Lord’s point 
by any arrangement that may be made. 
I understand the noble Lord’s point to 
be that this House is badly treated 
in having to deal at the end of the 
session with all the measures which 
come up to it from the House of 
Commons. Whatever arrangement may 
be made with regard to the sittings of 
Parliament the same thing will occur; 
the earlier portion of the session will 
always be taken up in the House of 
Commons by financial matters and with 
business which does not advance the 
legislation of the session very much. 
The only remedy, it seems to me, which 
will meet the noble Lord’s objection 
is that the Government of the day 
should introduce some of their more 
important measures in this House, 
and let your Loidships have the 
cpportunity of having the first “go” 
at them. To propose any such thing 
is rather a counsel of perfection. I am 
alraid that no Government of any com- 
plexion is likely to take that course. The 
House of Commons, | think, will always 
insist on having the main measures 
brouglit before them first, and as a great 
many of the measures are in their very 
nature of a financial character it is 
imperative that they should be first 
introduced into the other House. I am 
alraid, therefore, that the noble Lord’s 
proposal is not likely to lead to the result 
he desires. 


Tue Eart or ROSEBERY: My 
Lords, I am afraid we do not get much 
assistance from my noble friend who has 
just sat down. I do not think I ever 
remember a_ session in which it 
was not proposed to the Government 
that they should introduce some of 
their important measures in this House. 
I am alittle disappointed that the Govern- 
ment have not adopted their favourite 
remedy of a Select (ommittee to consider 
this question. My noble friend Lord 
Newton has rather pointedly alluded to 
the ironical proposition I made last year 
that the House of Lords should go out on 
strike. I am disposed to reconsider that 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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proposal from the experience we had last 


year. If the House of Commons is to be 
conducted on the principles on which it 
was conducted last year, I see great value 
in the House of Lords sitting continuously 
and puri passu with the House of Commons, 
as being the only arena for free discussion 
which remains to us in this coun- 
try ; for your Lordships will remember 
that this House was the only House 
in which the policy of His Majesty’s 
Government was allowed to be discussed 
during the whole of last session. The 
Government, which is the guardian of 
the privileges of this House, and which 
does not simply regard it as the only arena 
for free discussion left to us, has, I um 
afraid, treated a solemn Resolution of 
this House, passed by an adequate 
majority, with some neglect. It was 
passed very nearly a year ago, and I am 
sorry tolearn, from what has fallen from 
the noble Marquess, that the Government 
have taken no proceedings on that 
Resolution and have allowed it to fall 
entirely into abeyance. What worse 
thing could be said against an advanced 
Liberal Government than that they had 
disregarded altogether a Resolution of this 
House, and treated it as waste paper! 
I confess that I find myself once more, 
as I have sometimes found myself, to my 
astonishment, of late years, the guardian 
of the privileges of this House, the 
esserter of the dignity of this House; and 
I should have been glad if, simply out of 
regaid for those great objects, the 
Government had thought well to refer 
this matter to a Select Committee. 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
There has always seemed to me one 
suggestion for remedying the undoubted 
evils from which we suffer which never 
seems to receive sufficient consideration. 
I think there are very great difficulties in 
securing the cbject which the noble Lord 
has in view by meeting earlier in the 
year and promising not to sit later. 
My belief is that, however early 
you meet, you will sit on to that 
period of the year when long stereo- 
typed custom makes it pleasant to 
leave the Metropolis. But I would offer 
one suggestion which, I think, would 
have the result of restoring a great deal 
of the privileges of this House, add very 
greatly to the convenience of everybody 
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concerned, and in no way prejudice the | V. Churchill. 
public interest. It is that in regard, at | L. Windsor. 
any rate, to some of the Bills which come | lL. Balfour. 


up from the House of Commons we should | 
carry them over to a subsequent session. | 
The prejudice against that proposal is | 
not altogether wise. In the case of | 
private measures, Bills are sometimes 
carried over from one Parliament to 
another, and there is no abstract constitu- 
tional difficulty in adopting the course I 
have suggested in regard to those public 


Bills which are not of first-class 
importance. 
Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, with 


the permission of the House, I wish to 
siy a very few words in reply to the 
observations of Lord Tweedmouth. His 
contention was that, whatever happened, 
we should get these Bills at the fag end 
of the session. My objection is that at 
present we get them up in August, when 
no one remains in town. If the session 
ended in December there would be no 
dificulty in securing an adequate attend- 
ance of Peers. 


SEA FISHERIES BILL. 

The following Lords were named of the 
Select Committee— 
M. Abercorn, (D. 

Abercorn. ) 

E. Onslow. 
E. Yarborough. 


L. Meldrum. 
Huntly.) 

L. Tweedmouth. 

L. Northbourne. 

L. Heneage. 


(M. 


The Committee to appoint their own 
Chairman. 


HOUSE OF LORDS OFFICES. 

Select Committee appointed : the Lords 
following with the Lord Chancellor, the 
Lord President, the Lord Privy Seal, and 
the Chairman of Committees, were named | 
of the Committee— 


D. Northumberland.E. Cawdor. 

M. Cholmondeley. E. Camperdown. 

M. Ripon. E. de Montalt. 

M. Breadalbane. | E. Cranbrook. 

E. Clarendon. (L. E. Ancaster. 
Chamberlain.) V. Gordon. (E. } 

E. Chesterfield. Aberdeen.) 

E. Waldegrave. V. Hampden. | 


E. Spencer. V. Cross. | 
E, Mount Edgeumbe.V. Peel. 
E. Belmore. V. Knutsford. | 
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L. Kintore. (£. Kin- 
tore.) 
L. Belper. 


L. Boyle. (£. CorkL. Tweedmouth. 
and Orrery.) L. Monk Bretton. 

L. Ribblesdale. L. Macnaghten. 

L. Colchester. L. Welby. 

L. Rosebery. (£.L. Burghclere. 
Rosebery.) 


House adjourned at a quarter 
before Seven o’clock, tu Thurs. 
day next, half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 23rd February, 1904. 





The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 
62 COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 62 has been complied with, 
viz.:—Bexhill Water and Gas Bill; 
Croydon Gas Bill. Ordered, That the 
Bills be read a second time. 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS [LORD93] 
(STANDING ORDERS NOT COM- 
PLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the Petition for the following Bil , 
originating in the Lords, the Standing 
Orders have not been complied with, 


| viz.:—Marylebone Chapels (St. James, 


Westmoreland Street). Ordered, That 
the Report be referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders. 


Rotherham Corporation Bill; Torquay 
Tramways Bill. Read a second time, 
and committed. 


POLICE AND SANITARY COMMITTEE. 
Order read, for resuming adjourned 

debate on Question [22nd February], 
2A2 
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“That the Committee of Selection do | 


nominate a Committee, not exceeding 
eleven Members, to be called the Police 
and Sanitary Committee, to whom shall 
be committed all Private Bills promoted 
by municipal and other local authorities 
by which it is proposed to create powers 
relating to Police or Sanitary Regulations 
in conflict with, deviation from, or excess 
of the provisions of the general Law.”— 
(Mr. Cochrane.) 


Question again proposed. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said it was neces- 
sary he should reply to some observations 
made by the hon. Member for the Rush- 
cliffe Division of Nottingham, on the 
previous day, in regard to the appointment 
of this Committee, and the part it took 
with respect to the action of municipal 
corporations and local authorities. Many 
hon. Members on the Government Benches 
were of opinion that municipalities should 
be crushed, while those of the Opposition 
mostly thought with himself that the 
Committee had rather erred in the direc- 
tion of preventing these bodies acting 
freely on the views of the local inhabitants 
The opinions of the hon.Members in favour 
of restricting the grant of powers were 
rather against those to which he was 
giving expression. However, he took it 
that the hon. Member was not opposed to 
municipal trading. He had cited two 
cases in which police powers given in the 
1886 Parliament had led to debate in that 
House, but he had admitted that the objec- 
tion to which they gave rise had not arisen 
in regard to laterActs. It was therefore 
not necessary to go into that matter. 
There was a great deal to be saidon both 
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he referred to of absence of persona 
interest in the business to be done by 
the Committee should be made by the 
members in the same way as was done by 
members of all Committees on Private 
Bills, but he feared that that would 
involve a very complicated alteration of 
Standing Orders. He wished to take 
that opportunity of bearing testimony 
to the admirable manner in which the 
Committee had done its work—work 
which did not come before the public in 
any way, but which was more severe 
than that of Private Bill Committees, 
and which involved great personal in- 
convenience. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 150 
and 173a apply to all such Bills. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That Four be the quorum of 
the Committee. 


Ordered, That if the Committee shall 
report to the Committee of Selection that 
any clauses of any Bill referred to them 
(other than clauses containing police and 
sanitary regulations) are such, as having 
regard to the terms of reference, it is not 
in their opinion necessary or advisable 
for them to deal with, the Committee of 
Selection shall thereupon refer the Bill 
to a Select Committee, who shall con- 
sider those clauses and so much of the 
Preamble of the Bill as relates thereto, 
and shall determine the expenditure (if 
any) to be authorised in respect of the 
parts of the Bill referred to them. ‘That 
the Committee shall deal with the re- 





sides of the question, but he wished it to| maining clauses of such Bill, and s0 
be understood that the House generally | much of the Preamble as relates thereto, 
must not be taken as concurring in the | and shall determine the period and mode 
suggestion that local authorities were | of repayment of any money authorised 
going too far in these matters. | by the Select Committee to be borrowed 
| and shall report the whole Bill to the 
Mr. HALSEY (Hertfordshire, Wat- | House, stating in their report what parts 
ford), as Chairman of the Committee | of the Bill have been considered by each 
of Selection, said they took the greatest | Committee. 
care in choosing members for this | 
particular Committee and he believed| Ordered, That the Committee have 
that the manner in which it did its work | power, if they so determine, to sit as two 
met with the approbation of the House. | Committees, and in that event to appor- 
He agreed with the hon. Member that it | tion the Bills referred to the Committee 
would be desirable that the declaration | between the two Committees, each of 





oan 


aoe os =— «@ 


tic 


PO 


pr 





ave 
and 


hall 
that 
1em 
and 
ring 
not 
ible 
e of 
Bill 


the 
eto, 
(if 
the 
‘hat 


eto, 
ode 
ised 
ved 
the 
arts 
ach 


ave 
Lwo 
yor- 
tee 

of 





Questions. 


713 


{23 Fepruary 1904} 


which shall have the full powers of, and | 


be subject to the instructions which 
apply to, the undivided Committee, and 
that Three be the quorum of each of the 
two Committees —(Mr. Cochrane.) 





PETITIONS. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
IN IRELAND. 
Petition from Newry, for legislation; 
to lie upon the Table. 


JURORS’ EXPENSES BILL. 


Petition from London, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LICENCE HOLDERS. 


Petition from Newport (Isle of Wight), 
for redress of grievances; 
the Table. 


LICENCES (RENEWAL). 


Petitions against alteration of Law; 
from Whitchurch; Barnstaple; Ilfra- 
combe (three); Altrincham; Sheffield; 
Bolton; Millom; Burnley; Cleckheaton; 
Kingston on Thames; Llannor; Ashton 
in Mersey; Moreton in Marsh; Shipton 
Oliffe; Rochdale; Cefny Bedd; Halkyn; 
Seven Sisters; Trealaw; Luton; Fies- 
tiniog; Mountsorrel; Brockley; Rus- 
holme; Partick; Pye Bank; Bromley; 
York, Aberdovery ; Tottenham; Oxford; 
Chorley ; Westminster; Llanarmon ; 
Ruthin (three); Colwyn Bay; Abergele; 
Llangollen; Stepney; Oldham; Paisley ; 
Penrhyndendraeth ; Salford; Builth; 
Yngs; Pennal; Talgarth (two); Gwynfa; 
Llanon; Brynhiwgaled; Bala; Maida 
Vale; Hackleton; Huby; Dewsbury; 


Manchester; Gwyddgrug; and Kidwelly; | 


to lie upon the Table. 


TAXATION OF FEU DUTIES. 


Petition from Kilmarnock, for legisla- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 
POOR PRISONERS’ DEFENCE ACT, 1903. 


Paper [presented 11th February] to be 
printed. [No. 71.] 
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UNIVERSITY OF ABERDEEN. 


Copy presented of Abstract of Accounts 
of the University of Aberdeen for the 
year ending 15th September, 1903 [by 


| Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 


'printed. [No. 72.] 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Rule made by the 


| Intermediate Education Board for Ireland 
in substitution for Rule 28 of Ist May, 
1903 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


to lie upon 


COMMERCIAL TRAVELLERS. 


Copy presented, of Memorandum sum- 
marising the Regulations in force in 
foreign countries with regard to British 
Commercial Travellers [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Progress made with Pier at Aultbea. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary for Scotland, having 
regard to the fact that last year the 
Board of Trade granted a Provisional 
Order for the construction of a pier at 
Aultbea, Ross-shire, will he state what 
progress has been made with the works. 





(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
Under the Provisional Order the under- 
takers are not under any obligation to 
commence the works until 1905; but 
by their courtesy I am informed that 
they hope to complete the pier during 
the present year. 


Prosecutions for Illegal Trawling. 
Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary for 
Scotland if he will state the number of 
prosecutions for illegal trawling during 
the past year; and in how many cases 


| convictions were secured. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 


During 1903 there were twenty-seven 


prosecutions undertaken in the Sheriff 
Courts of Scotland for illegal trawling; 
and convictions were obtained in twenty- 
five of these cases. 


School Board Electorate in Scotland. 
Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary for 


Scotland, having regard to the fact that 
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thousands of ratepayers in Scotland who 
are entitled to vote for the Parliamentary 
representative, and at county and parish 
council elections, have no vote for school 
board elections by reason of their rentals 
being less than £4, will he consider the 
expediency of introducing legislation such 
as will place the school board electorate 
on a more satisfactory footing. 


(Answered hy Mr. 1. Graham Murray.) 
I have already given notice of a Bill re- 
lating to education in Scotland, and 
must decline to make any statement on 
the subject until I have an opportunity 
of introducing that Bill. 


New Equivalent Grant for Schools in 
Scotland. 


Mr.HARMSWORTH (Caithness-shire): 
To ask the Secretary for Scotland if he 
can state how much of the £40,000, 
allocated in the Minute regulating the 
distribution of the new equivalent grant 
for assistants qualified under Article 79, 
has been taken up; and how much has 
been taken up in the Highland counties. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
There is no special sum, £40,000 or other, 
allocated in the Minute of 28th May, 1903, 
for the purposes of Section 1 thereof. 
The claims for grants under that section 
have not all yet reached the Department ; 
but, so far, the total amount found to be 
payable under Section 1 of the Minute 
equals £13,700. Of this sum, £3,310 is 
payable on account of schools in the 
Highland counties. The total sum pay- 
able is not likely to exceed £15,000, nor 
is the part thereof payable on account of 
schools in the Highland counties likely 
to exceed £4,000. 


Auditing of Public Accounts. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he can state the average annual 
amount of the revenue receipts during 
the past ten years, the number of the 
Controller and Auditor-General’s officers 
employed in auditing those receipts, and 
the number of weeks in each year during 
which each of those officials are so 
employed, and the number of officials in 
this department at work in Ireland. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The average annual amount of the 
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revenue receipts (including local taxation 
revenue) during the past ten years was 
£124,079,562. A test audit only is given 
to revenue receipts. Nine officials of the 
Exchequer and Audit Department are 
engaged in auditing them, and the total 
time occupied by the audit is equivalent 
to sixty weeks for one man. Three 
officers are employed in Ireland upon the 
audit of revenue, and are occupied fora 
time amounting to three weeks in all. 


Civil Service Commission Vote— Amount 
of Fees from Candidates. 

Mr. FIELD: Toask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether he can state the average 
annual amount of the Civil Service Com- 
mission Vote for the past ten years, and 
the annual average amount of fees received 
by the Civil Service Commissioners from 
all candidates who presented themselves 
at Civil Service examinations and from 
those who presented themselves in 
Ireland, and the annual average amount 
of this Vote expended in Ireland. 


(Answered by Mr. Vietor Cavendish) 
The average annual amount of the Civil 
Service Commission Vote for the past 
ten years is £42,025, and the annual 
average amount of fees received by the 
Civil Service Commissioners during the 
same time from all candidates is £16,595, 
of which £1,566 was from candidates who 
presented themselves in Ireland. The 
amount expended in Ireland cannot be 
separately stated. 


Board of Trade Vote--Branch for Irish 
- Affairs. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg toask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether he can state the 
average amount of the Board of Trade 
Vote for the last ten years, and also give 
the average approximate amount spent 
annually in Ireland; also whether there 
is a separate branch for Irish business; 
or whether the accounts and the returns 
of exports and imports are amalgamated. 


(Answered by Mr, Victor Cavendish.) 
The average annual amount of the Vote 
for the Board of Trade and subordinate 
Departments for the last ten years was 
£187,299. There is no separate account 
of the sums expended in Ireland, and no 
separate branch for Irish business. 
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Customs Certificates for Treacle used for 
Feeding Stuffs. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 


Questions.” 718 


| by any other Department ; and, if so, ca» 
he state in what respect and to what 
extent. 


and Kinross): I beg toask Mr. Chancellor | 


of the Exchequer whether he is aware that | 
inconvenience is caused to grain and | 
other merchants by His Majesty’s Customs | 
requiring them to obtain from their | 
customers a certificate that treacle, which | 


has been sold and invoiced to be used for 


feeding stuffs only, has in fact been so | 
used; and whether he will give instruc- | 


tions that, where a trader has given such 
certificate, he shall not be further 
required to make inquiries from his 
customers. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Under Section 1 (1) of the Revenue Act, 
1903, the Commissioners of Customs are 
authorised to impose such conditions as 
may be necessary, in their opinion, for 
the protection of the revenue, in connec- 
tion with the duty-free importation of 
molasses intended to be used as food for 
stock. Regulations have accordingly 
been made under which an undertaking 


is required to be given by the importer | 


or proprietor to produce, whenever called 
upon to do so, evidence to the satisfac- 
tion of the Commissioners of Customs that 
the molasses has been actually used as food 
for stock only, or in the preparation of 
atticleswhichcan only be used for that pur- 
pose. The Commissioners usually require 
such evidence to be in the form ofa certifi- 
cate that the molasses has been actually 
usel for the prescribed purpose, and such 
certificates can obviously not be given by 
traders themselves in respect of molasses 
which they have sold to other persons. 
It therefore rests with the traders to 
make their own arrangements with their 


customers to provide themselves with the | 
actual | 


necessary certificates from the 
users for production to the Customs when 
required. 


Sylviculture in Scotland. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) : I beg to ask the hon. Member for 
NorthHuntingdonshire,as representing the 
President of the Board of Agriculture and 
Fisheries, whether the Board is responsible 
for dealing with the recommendations of 
the Departmental Committee on Forestry 
in Scotland, or whether responsibility for 
sylviculture training iu Scotland is shared 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) The 
Board of Agriculture and Fisheries are 
generally responsible for dealing with the 
recommendations of their Departmental 
Committee, but forestry education and 
educational demonstrations are allied to 
agricultural education and therefore come 
under the control of the Scottish Office. 
Purely experimental work and research, 
'on the other hand, even though carried 
on in Scotland, fall within the province 
of the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries. 
The two Departments are in constant 
consultation with one another, and 
forestry interests are likely to gain rather 
than suffer by the fact that both Depart- 
ments are in some degree concerned. 


Delays in Delivery of Scotch Mails. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH: To ask the 
Postmaster-General if he will state on 
what occasions, between Ist June and 
31st October, 1903, the down night mails 
from London to Scotland by the West 
Coast Railways were late in being de- 
| livered at Carlisle, Perth, and Inverness, 
/and the extent of the delays at these 
places respectively. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Between 
the Ist June and 31st October, 1903 (153 
days), the down night mail train to Scot- 
land by the West Coast Railways was 
more than fifteen minutes late in arriving 
at Carlisle on fifty-three days, at Perth 
on 130 days, and at Inverness on 115 
days. The average lateness was at 
Carlisle fourteen minutes, at Perth twenty- 
seven minutes, and at Inverness thirty- 
four minutes. The railway companies 
have had some special difficulties to 
meet this year, especially in the tourist 
season, but, after making all due allow- 
ance for this, the working of the service 
‘cannot be regarded as satisfactory, 
although it shows improvement as com- 
pared with previous years. Frequent 
representations on the subject have been 
made to the companies concerned. 


Resignations in the Postal Service. 

Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
| field): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he will direct that a tabulated 
statement of resignations from all 
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branches of the postal and telegraph;in Westminster Hall of a statue of 
service, together with the causes of | Queen Victoria. 
resignation, be included in future in his 
annual Report. 


Questions. 





(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) No steps 
have actually been taken as to the 

(Answered by Lord Stanley.) It is un- | erection of a statue of Queen Victoria in 
desirable to include additional tables in | Westminster Hall since the Question of 
the Postmaster-General’s Annual Report | the hon. Member for Newcastle-on-Tyne 
unless some strong reason exists for doing | was answered last July.+ The matter is 
so. I do not think that any such reason | still under consideration. The First Com- 
can be shown in the case of the tabulated | missioner regrets that at this stage it is 
statement referred to by the hon. | impossible for him to make any definite 
Member. | statement on the subject. 


| 





Unexpended Parliamentary Grants for | 


Ringworm Hospital for Poor Law 
Devonshire Schools. | Children. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South | Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Molton): To ask the Secretary to the | Ilkeston): To ask the President of the 
Board of Education if he will state what | Local Government Board whether any 
were the amounts of the Parliamentary hospital has been erected by the Asylums 





Grants unexpended on outstanding lia- 
bilities 
schools not provided by school boards 


for the administrative county of Devon, | 


specifying the total amounts paid to 


individual school managers and to as- | 


sociations of voluntary schools. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) I 
am afraid that I cannot give the figures 
the hon. Member desires. All Parlia- 
mentary Grants, due for periods previous 
to the appointed day, are in course of 


being paid over to the managers, except | 


a part of the Aid Grant which is being 
paid over to certain associations of 
voluntary schools which have satisfied 
the requirements of the Act. The pay- 
ment of the grants will not be completed 
for some time to come; but in any case 


the Board have not the information as | 


to the liabilities of managers on the 


appointed day which would enable them | 


to say how much of the Parliamentary 
Grants will remain over aiter these 
liabilities have been met. The Board 
cannot yet say how much the portion of 
the Aid Grant paid over to associations 
of voluntary schools will eventually 
amount to. 


Erection of Statue of Queen Victoria in 
Westminster Hall. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
To ask the hon. Memter for the Chorley 
Division, as representing the First Com- 
missioner of Works, whether any steps | 
have yet been taken to secure the erection 


before the appointed day of | 


Board for the treatment of poor law 
children affected with ringworm; and, 
if so, will he state the number of cases at 
present in the hospital and the number 
that have been treated there each year, 
‘the cost of the building, and the annual 
/expenditure for the maintenance of the 
| institution. 


(Answered hy 4Mr, Walter Long.) The 
Metropolitan Asylums Board have two 
establishments for the reception and 
| treatment of poor law children suffering 
from ringworm—one at Sutton, Surrey, 
'and the other at Witham, Essex. They 
were purchased from the Managers of the 
South Metropolitan School District for 
£99,307 (viz.: the Sutton establishment 
for £88,261 and the other for £11,046). 
In addition, an expenditure of £13,650 
was authorised in 1902 in respect of the 
provision of a laundry at Sutton. The 
number of children in these schools on 
the 13th inst. was :—Sutton,419; Witham, 
'143; Total, 562. The total number of 
children admitted into the Sutton school 
from 26th February, 1903 (the date oi 
opening) to the end of that year was 618. 
‘In the case of the other school, which 
| was opened on 12th February, 1901, 316 
children were admitted up to the end of 
| 1902, and during 1903, 69 were admitted. 
|The + expenditure for the maintenance 
'of the Witham school for the year ended 
| Michaelmas, 1903, was £5,004, and in the 
| case of the other school for the half year 
ending on that date £6,995. 


+ See (4) Debates, cxxvi., 688. 
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Vaccination Act—Interpretation of 
ction 2. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether, in view of the 
diverse action of different magistrates 
throughout the country in the treatment 
of applications under Section 2 of the 
Vaccination Act, 1898, it is the intention 
of the Home Office to issue to magis- 


trates throughout the country a circular | 
stating the views of the Home Office and | 


the Local Government Board as to the 
correct interpretation of the section. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) This matter is, by the Statute, 
left in the discretion of the magistrates. 
] have no authority over the exercise of 
that diserétion, and I go not, therefore, 
contemplate the issue of a circular such 
as the hon. Member 
would, in the circumstances, serve no 
useful purpose. 


Phenix Park, Dublin—Treasury Con- 
tribution to Rates. 
Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he can explain the reason of the 


_ contribution in lieu of rates in respect of 


certain portions of Phenix Park being 
discontinued ; whether he is aware that 
the Dublin County Council passed a reso- 
lution upon the subject in the interest of 
their ratepayers ; and whether, seeing 
that the financial returns from Phoenix 
Park are much more remunerative than 
those from Brockwell Park, upon which 
the point was raised and a decision taken, 
he will, under the circumstances, advise 
the Lords Commissioners of the Treasury 
to resume payment of the contribution 
paid for so many years to the local 
authority. 


(Answered by Mr, Victor Cavendish.) The | 


contributions for Royal Parks _ in 
England, Scotland, and Ireland were 
discontinued on the ground that no rate 
would be payable if the parks were in 
other hands than those ofthe Crown and 


used for the same purposes as at present. | 


I am aware of the resolution referred to. 


The financial returns from Phoenix Park | 


are but a small percentage of the cost of 
maintenance and do not affect the 
principle involved. 
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| Delay in Delivery of from Clare- 
morris, County Mayo. 
| Mr. FIELD: Toask the Chief Secretary 
| to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
| he is aware that consignments of eggs from 
Claremorris, in Mayo, frequently were 
delayed for nine days before they reached 
their destination, Leigh in Lancashire, 
about eleven miles from Manchester; and 
| whether he will cause the Department of 
Agriculture in Ireland to inquire into 
and report upon the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham). No com- 
plaint has been made to the Department 
of Agriculture in respect to this matter, 
but any definite representations on the 
subject made by aggrieved persons will 
be duly inquired into, 


Rent ate on Wetherell Estate. 
ounty Longford. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 

aware that, at a recent quarter sessions 

in Longford, complaint was made that 
Mr. Alexander W. Percival, a receiver 
under the Land Judges’ Court, had com- 
pelled a widow named Mary Heally, 
living on the Wetherell Estate in Ballin- 
curry, county Longford, to pay two 
years rent, although he had only re- 
ceipted her for one year’s rent; and 
whether he will bring these facts to the 
notice of the Judge, with a view to his 
removal from the post of receiver in that 
Court. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) An eject- 
ment for non-payment of rent was 
brougbt against this tenant at the Long- 
ford Quarter Sessions, in April, 1903. 
The amount claimed to be due was found 
on examination to be correct, but it 
appears that the agent, Mr. Percival, 
had been in the habit for several years 
previously of giving a receipt for a half- 
year’s rent in advance of that actually 
|paid. The tenant was thus under the 
‘impression that she owed a half-year’s 
rent less than the amount actually due. 
With his consent a half-year’s rent was 
| subsequently struck off and credit was 
| allowed to the tenant for this amount in 
‘the decree which was subsequently ob- 
tained against her. There is nothing in 
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Mr. Percival’s action calling for notice, 
as suggested. 


Promotion of Irish National School 
Assistant Teachers. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland how many 
assistant teachers in Irish national 
schools have been promoted from third 
to second grade since the introduction of 
the new rules. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Three 
assistant teachers have been promoted 
to the second grade since the date 
mentioned, in pursuance of Rule 195 (f). 
Ninety-three assistant teachers have 
been promoted to the second grade on 
“ppointment as principal teachers since 
the same date, pursuant to Rule 200, ITI. 


Case of Late Private Norris. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War, whether any 
moneys were due, or effects unclaimed, 
to the credit of the late Private P. Norris, 
No. 6694, 2nd Battalion South Wales 
Borderers, who was killed at Modder- 
fontein on 29th January, 1901; whether, 
in view of the circumstances of this 
man’s parents, any recommendation has 
been made on their behalf to the Royal 
Patriotic Fund; and whether some relief 
or gratuity will now be paid to them. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The sum due to the estate of 
the late No. 6694, Patrick Norris, 2nd 
Battalion, South Wales Borderers, 
amounted to £16 3s. 5d. The whole of 
this sum has been paid to the late 
soldier’s father. The father’s application 
for assistance has been twice brought 
before the Royal Patriotic Fund Com- 
missioners, but they have not seen their 
way to granting any monetary assist- 
ance. There is no fund at the disposal 
of the Secretary of State from which help 
can be given. 


Compensation for Injury to Gunner 
1 William Murphy. - 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
is aware that, in consequence of an 
accident at gunnery practice in county 
Donegal, Gunner William Murphy, of the 
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Donegal Artillery (Militia) Regiment, has 
been an inmate of Longford Union 
Hospital for nine months; and whether, 
seeing that this man was only granted 
12s. by way of remuneration for the 
accident, he will direct an inquiry into 
this man’s case with a view to having 
him paid compensation for the injuries 
received. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The hon. Member has been 
misinformed. This gunner broke his 
leg through slipping on the flooring of 
his tent and not while at gunnery practice. 
He was admitted to hospital where, as 
he was considered to have been injured 
on duty and not to have been to blame 
for his accident, hospital stoppages were 
remitted. He was discharged from the 
hospital at his own request on 22nd 
September, and was admitted to Long- 
ford Union Infirmary on 13th October. 
Gratuity for injuries is not issued con- 
currently with maintenance at the public 
expense, and he accordingly received a 
gratuity of 12s. a week for the period 
22nd September to 13th October only, 
amounting to £1 14s, 3d.’in all. If on 
leaving the infirmary he is found in- 
capacitated from earning his living, 
application for a further gratuity will be 
considered; but it must be added that 
a medical officer who visited him there 
reported that he had recovered from the 
fracture and did not seem inclined to 
use the leg. 


Estate of the Late James M‘Gowan. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware that the late James 
M‘Gowan, alias James M‘Gavan, «lias 
James Murray, who died in Rhodesia in 
1897, possessed of an interest in the 
Lendy Estate, which has since been 
realised, was at the time of his death in 
possession of a sum of £25 0s. 10}d. in 
cash for which no account has been 
rendered; and will he, following the 
example of the late Colonial Secretary, 
request the Master of the Higher Court 
to report on the whereabouts of this 
sum. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 1 
have no information as to the sum of 
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£25 Os. 104d. referred to, but I will com- 
municate with the Administrator of 
Southern Rhodesia, through Lord Milner, 
with a view to obtaining a report upon 
the hon. Member’s statement. 


White British Born Labour in the 
Transvaal. 

Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if steps can be taken to ascer- 
tain the number of white British born 
workmen in actual employment in the 
mines, railways, and manufactories in 
the Transvaal on any one day at the 
present time. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) I 
am asking Lord Milner to furnish this 
information so far as it is practicable to 
do so. 


Employment of Convicts in the South 
African Mines. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Coloniesif he will state upon what 
terms and under what conditions convicts 
are employed in the mines in South Africa ; 
whether any payment is made for their 
services; if so, upon what basis and to 
whom made; whether they are under the 
inspection of a Government official when 
at work; and whether they are living in 
compounds with cther natives .or in 
compounds set apart for convicts. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 1 
have already given the information at 
my disposal on the subject of the convicts 
employed in the Transvaal mines in reply 
to Questions recently addressed tomet. I 
have asked for full particulars. The em- 
ployment of convicts in the Kimberley 
mines takes place under the provisions 
of an Act of the Cape Colony, No. 23, of 
1888, Section 52. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


New Service Rifle. 

Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS (Merioneth- 
shire): On behalf of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Mid Norfolk I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if it is 
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intended to fit the new service rifle with 
a wind gauge sliding bar, so as to ensure 
greater accuracy in marksmanship. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bromiey 
Davenrort, Cheshire, Macclesfield): 
A wind gauge back sight is being fitted 
to the new rifle. 


Devonport Dockyard Blacksmiths. 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
recently a number of blacksmiths at 
Devonport Dockyard were offered the 
option of resigning or accepting the post 
of hammermen, at a reduced rate of 
pay, inconsequence of a falling off in the 
demand for blacksmiths, he will arrange 
that, in the event of their transfer or 
discharge, they shall have their full title 
of blacksmith, as they were originally 
engaged, and not of hammermen, in 
which capacity they are now employed. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Prevyman, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) : The hon. Member appears 
to have been misinformed with regard 
to this matter, as no incident of the 
kind has occurred recently at Devonport 
Dockyard. Cases, however, do some- 
times occur in which, on a reduction of 
hands, smiths are offered the option of 
resigning or accepting employment as 
hammermen, and in all such cases it is 
the rule for the men on discharge to be 
given their full title of smith. 


Mr. CROOKS: Iam obliged to the 
hon. Gentleman. My information was 
to the contrary. I will let him see the 
letter. 


Royal Naval Reserve Station at Ullapool. 

Mr. LEVESON-GOWER (Sutherland): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether, after considering 
the respective advantages of Ullapool 
and Lochinver, the former has been 
Royal Naval Reserve 
Station; whether he is aware that the 
greater number of Reservists are from 
the neighbourhood of Lochinver, and 
from the north of it; and, if so, if 
Ullapool has been chosen, will he state 
what measures the Admiralty propose to 
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at 


take to facilitate the training of those ; which is one of unusual complexity, is 


Reservists who may experience difficulty 
in training there. 


establish the Royal Naval 
Station at Ullapool in preference to 
Lochinver was only arrived at alter the 
most careful consideration of the com- 
parative advantages offered by the two 


localities. It is true that at present the | 


majority of the Royal Naval Reserve 


men come from the neighbourhood of | 


Lochinver, and from the north of it, but 
as Ullapool is the centre of a much 
larger fishing population it is considered 
that there are greater possibilities of 
developing the Reserve in this direction. 
It is not anticipated that any special 
facilities will be required, as suggested in 
the last paragraph of the hon. Member’s 
Question, as the journey to Ullapool will 
be shorter and less expensive than the 
journey to Inverness, which the men at 
present have to undertake. 


Mr. BIGNOLD (Wick Burghs): Then 
may we take it that the negotiations are 
still in progress ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN: Yes, Sir. 


Swaziland. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware that the greater 
part of Swaziland is the subject of real 
or pretended concessions, said to have 
been granted by King Umbandine, and 
that the effect of such concessions is both 
to exclude native rights and also to shut 
out traders, even though as a fact they 
have been there from earlier dates, unless 
they choose to make payments at the 
will of the alleged concessionary com- 
panies; and, seeing that these concessions 
have long been the subject of considera- 
tion by the Swaziland Administration at 
Johannesburg and by the Department of 
Native Affairs of the Transvaal Colony, 
whether he will take steps to cause some 
equitable settlement to be at once arrived 
at. 


*THoe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lytretron, War- 
wick and Leamington): The matter, 


| Treceiving my earnest attention, and I 
hope that it will be possible to arrive at 


| a settlement at no distant date. 
Mr. PRETYMAN: The decision to |! 


Reserve | 


British Colonies and the Transvaal Labour 
Ordinance. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he has any objec- 
tion to have printed and circulated 
amongst Members the communications 
which passed between the Governments 
of Australia and New Zealand and the 
Colonial Office in reference to Chinese 
labour in South Africa. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: There has been no 
communications direct to the Colonial 
Office beyond that from the Government of 
New Zealand, published at p.231 andthe 
reply thereto at p.327 of Cd.1895. The 


telegrams which passed between the 


Premier of New Zealand and the Prime 
Minister of the Commonwealth of 
Australia and the Transvaal Government 
will be published in the next Parlia- 
mentary Paper. 


In reply to a Question by Mr. Fiynn 
(Cork, N.), Mr. Lyrretron said that so 
far as he was aware the protests only 
came from Australia, New Zealand, and 
Cape Colony. The other self-governing 
Colonies, so far from protesting, replied 
that the matter was one for the Trans- 
vaal to settle for itself. 


British Indian Subjects and the Transvaal 
abour Ordinance. 

*Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he has drawn the attention of 
Lord Milner to the fact that Clause 34 in 
the Ordinance relating to Chinese labour 
for the mines, relates to British Indian 
subjects, to whom the Ordinance itself is 
not applicable; and whether he will 
advise the Crown to veto that clause if 
the Transvaal Legislative Council does 
not take steps to abrogate it. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I have already 
informed the hon. Member it is not pro- 
posed to employ British Indians in the 
Witwatersrand mines under the Ordin- 
ance. The clause is intended to be 4 
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temporary provision pending the passing 
of special legislation in regard to Indian 
labour and to provide for the possible 
contingency of Indian labour being em- 
ployed on the railways and other works 
under the control of the Government. 


*Srr MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: Arising out of that answer, 
may I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether the question of British Indian 
labour in Africa is not at present the 
subject of correspondence between the 
Government of India and the Colonial 
Office, and whether it is not pre-deter- 
mining and, in fact, prejudicing one 
of the important points under discussion 
to bring British Indian labourers under 
the operation of the repatriation clause 
of the Chinese Ordinance ? 


Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight) asked if 
the right hon. Gentleman would lay on the 
Table the communication received from 
the Indian Government with reference to 
the proposed importation of Chinese 
labour and the applicability of the Ordin- 
ance to British Indian subjects ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Notice must be 
given of that Question. 


Central African Labour for the Trans- 
vaal Mines. 

Mr. PEEL (Manchester, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs ‘whether authority has 
been given for the recruiting for the 
Transvaal mines of 5,000 natives in the 
British Central African Protectorate; and 
whether he is aware that in consequence 
of the want of labour the work upon the 
railway in course of construction in the 
Protectorate has come to a standstill, 


Tue UNDER - SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl 
Percy, Kensington, 8.): The answer to 
the first part of the Question, as I stated 
in reply to the hon. Member for East 
Perthshire on the 15th instant,t is in 
the affirmative. We have received no 
information of the character indicated 
in the second part of the Question. 


East Africa and Uganda Currency. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): I beg to ask the Under- 
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Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he is aware that trade in the 
British East Africa and Uganda Pro- 
tectorates is seriously hampered by the 
absence of any currency of a higher 
denomination than one rupee, no gold or 
paper money bzing in circulation; and 
whether any steps will be taken to 
introduce a paper currency into those 
protectorates. 


Earth PERCY: A draft Order in 
Council providing for a paper currency 
has been prepared and submitted to the 
Commissioners of the East Africa and 
Uganda Protectorates for their obser- 
vations. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): Will the noble Lord con- 
sider at the same time the expediency 
of introducing a lesser coinage ? 


Eart PERCY: That matter is under 


consideration. 


Brussels Sugar Convention—Permanent 
Commission. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he will state what 
ineetings of the Permanent Commission 
or the Permanent Bureau, set up under 
the Brussels Convention, have taken 
place since July, 1903; when will the 
next meeting take place; whether any 
regular periods for meetings in the future 
have been arranged; whether any report 
on questions submitted to these Com- 
missions has been received; and, if so, 
whether it can now be laid before 
Parliament. 


Eart PERCY: A meeting of the 
Permanent Commission took place in 
October last. The next meeting will 
take place in March. Noregular periods 
for meetings in the future have been 
arranged. A report of the proceedings 
at the last meeting has been received, 
but its presentation has been deferred in 
view of the fact that the discussion of 
the questions raised at that meeting will 
be resumed next month. 


Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
whether any change has been mde in 
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Permanent Bureau set up under the 
Brussels Sugar Convention; how many 
delegates or assistant delegates are sent 
by this country; 
number of delegates and countries re- 
presented on each body; who are the 
present British representatives; and 
what amount will appear in_ the 
Estimates of this year to provide for 
their cost ? 


Ear, PERCY: 
change in the British representation 
on the Permanent Commission. The 
Permanent Bureau is an office for the 
discharge of the clerical business of the 
Commission. The United Kingdom is 
represented by one delegate and four 
assistant delegates, one of whom was 
appointed on behalf of the Colonial 
Office and another on tehalf of the 
India Office. Eight countries are repre- 
sented, each country having one dele- 
gate and from one to four assistant 
delegates. The British representatives 
are, Sir Henry Bergne, Delegate, and 
Mr. Martineau, Mr. Pearson, Mr. Ozanne, 
and Mr. Pittar, Assistant Delegates. 


The provision for their cost will appear | 


in the Estimates under the heading of 
Special Missions. 


Superannuation in the Post Office 
Telephone Service. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he can state the date from which 
the service of those telephonists who were 
transferred from the National Telephone 
Company to the Post Office is counted 
for the purpose of bonus, pension, or 
marriage gratuity. 


Tur POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 


StanLey, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
The service of telephonists transferred 
from the National Telephone Company to 
the Post Office is reckoned for the bene- 


what is “the total | 


There has been no/| 


ee unestablished Post Office service of 
| these telephonists is reckoned towards 
| the qualifying period of six years. 

| Municipal Contracts with Foreign Firms, 
| Mr. CROOKS: I beg to ask the Pre- 
| sident of the Board of Trade whether 
| he can state the number of tons of tram 
| rails purchased by the Birmingham and 
| other Corporations from Belgium and 
Germany during the last three years. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tue BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
| Central): If the hon. Member will supply 
/me with the names of the Corporations 
in addition to Birmingham from which 
he desires information, I shall be happy 
to communicate with them, but as he is 
no doubt aware I have no power to require 
any Corporation to give the information. 


Mr. CROOKS: Have you the figures 
for Birmingham ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, [have 
not. 


Motor-Cars Committee. 


Str EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
set, S.): I beg to ask the President of 
| the Local Government Board if he will 
| state why he has refused to place a 
representative of the Rural District 
Councils Associations upon his Depart- 
/ mental Motor-Cars Committee; whether, 
seeing that the Rural District Councils 
Association represents over 240 rural 
district councils, he will reconsider his 
| Tefusal, seeing that the County Councils 
| Association has been given representa- 
jo. 

Tue SECRETARY to rae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
| Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): The 
Committee has not been formed on the 


‘basis of giving representation to assoc- 
fits of the Superannuation Acts from the | 


ciations of local authorities, and no 





date of their transfer to the Post Office, | such representation has in fact been 
provided that their Post Office service | given, although I believe that one 
fulfils the conditions prescribed by those member of the Committee is also a 
Acts. As regards marriage gratuities, | member of the County Councils Associa- 
telephonists come under the general rule | tion. I understand that the several 
that an officer must have served in the | associations of county councils, muni- 


Civil Service in some capacity for six | cipal corporations, and rural district 
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councils have given or will give evidence 
before the Committee, and this is, I 
think, the proper course and sufficiently 
meets the case. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY: Do I 
understand the hon. Gentleman to say 
that it was only by accident that the 
County Councils Association was repre- 
sented, 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: That is so. 


Land Purchase in County Kilkenny 
Mount Loftus Estate. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the estate of Mr. Murphy, of Mount 
Loftus, county Kilkenny, lately in the 
Land Judge’s Court, has been sold to the 
tenants; and, if so, whether the atten- 
tion of the Estates Commissioners will 
be directed to the case of Eliza Eaton, 
of Powerstown East, on that estate, an 
evicted tenant, with the view of having 
her reinstated in her former holding. 


Tur CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
greater portion of this estate has been 
sold to the tenants. I am not aware 
whether application has been made to 
the Estates Commissioners by, or on 
behalf of, Eliza Eaton; but if such an 
application be made it will be considered. 


Tubbercurry Police Hut. 


Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether be will state 
the number of police at present stationed 
inthe hut evicted some years ago on 
Leitrim Hill Farm, near Tubbercurry, 
county Sligo; will he say what is the 
nature of the duties assigned to these 
men; and whether he intends to have 
this hut retained as a permanent fixture 
in the district. 


M1. WYNDHAM: There are three men 
quartered inthe hut. It waserected on its 
present site to meet a condition of affairs 
which happily has now almost passed 
away. The question of its removal is 
under consideration. 


TARY 1904} 





Questions 734 
Irish Magistrates and the Irish Language- 

Mi. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord - Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that magistrates in Canada 
are permitted to sign their names in 
French to official documents; and, if so, 
will he explain why Mr. McDonagh 
Mahony, of Cahirciveen, is prevented 
from signing in Irish, though that is the 
language of his country and is spoken 
daily by more than three-fourths of the 
people amongst whom he lives. 


Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arkryson, Londonderry, 
N.): My right hon. friend has requested 
me to reply to this Question. The Irish 
Government has no information that the 
fact is as alleged in the first part of the 
Question. In answer to the second 
inquiry I have nothing to add to my 
reply to the similar Question ot the 11tl: 
instant. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: And ha: 
the Lord Chancellor power to remove a 
magistrate for signing his name in Irish ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: He has done so be- 
cause this gentleman persists in ovet- 
riding the Statute. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: But has 
he acted illegally? The Statute says 
that English shall be the official language 
in the body of the documents, but it says 
nothing about the signature. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Does the Chief Secretary really think 
that in a case of this kind a magistrate 
should be removed because he signs his 
name in Irish? It is ridiculous. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
rolls of Parliament have been signed 
in Irish for some years ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order! order! The 
Question on the Paper has been answered. 


Kerry Railway and Harbour Guarantees. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
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of the fact that Kerry pays annually out 
of its rates eight times as much as 
Connaught and Donegal together for 
railway and harbour guarantees, that the 
rate raised for this purpose alone every 
year averages Is. 1d. per pound of the total 
valuation of the whole county, he will 
reconsider the advisability of applying a 
portion of the money accumulated under 
Section 58 of the Local Government Act 
of 1898 to the relief of those expenses in 
Kerry. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The total amount 
contributed by way of railway and 
harbour guarantees in Kerry during the 
last completed year for which I have 
information was £21,591. But sums 
amounting to £12,755 were paid to the 
county in relief of such charges, and the 
net charge against the county was thus 
reduced to £8,836. In the province of 
Connaught and county Donegal the 
figures under the same heads were 
£15,404, £7,740, and £7,664. With 
respect to the concluding part of the 
Question, I cannot at present supplement 
my replies to the Questions put to me on 
the 15th instant by the hon. Member.7 
He is aware of the protracted efforts which 
I have inade to arrive at such an arrange- 
ment over the Dingle Railway as would, 
incidentally, relieve its rates. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: From 
what source are these figures obtained ? 
I have returns which show they are not 
correct. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: They have been 
arrived at, after considerable labour. from a 
House of Commons Return of last year. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Select 
Committee. 


1, “ That, in the case of the London 
United Tramways, Petition for Bill, the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with :—That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with their Bill, provided that 
the powers to construct Tramways Nos. 
1, 1a, 18, Ic, 1p, Ir, 3, 4, 5, and 5a be 
struck out of the Bill:—That the Com- 
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mittee on the Bill do report how far such 
Order has been complied with.” 


2. “That in the case of the Leeds 
Corporation (Consolidation) Bill, Petition 
for dispensing with Standing Order 128 
in the case of the Petition of the ‘Earl of 
Harewood’ against the Bill, the said 
ee Order ought to be dispensed 
with.” 


3. ‘That, in the case of the London 
United Tramways (Railways), Petition 
for Bill, the Standing Orders ought not 
to be dispensed with.” 


First Two Resolutions agreed to 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had 
nominated the following Members to 
serve on the Standing Committee for the 
consideration of all Bills relating to Trade 
(including Agriculture ard Fishing), 
Shipping, and Manufactures, which 
may, by Order of the House, be com- 
mitted to such Standing Committee: 
Mr. Attorney-General, Mr. Baird, Mr. 
Baldwin, Mr. Gerald Balfour, Mr. 
Beckett, Mr. Boland, Mr. Griffith 
Boscawen, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Cawley, 
Sir Charles Cayzer, Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, Mr. Channing, Mr. Cochrane, 
Mr. Cohen, Mr. Jesse Collings, Sir John 
Colomb, Mr. Cremer, Mr. Crombie, Sir 
Frederick Dixon-Hartland, Mr. Doogan, 
Sir J. Fortescue Flannery, Sir Henry 
Fowler, Mr. Galloway, Mr. Garfit, Sir 
Alfred Hickman, Sir William Houlds- 
worth, Sir James Joicey, Mr. Lambert, 
Mr. Bonar Law, Sir Elliott Lees, 
Mr. Lloyd-George, Colonel Long, Mr. 
Walter Long, Mr. Charles McArthur, Dr. 
MacDonnell, Mr. William McKillop, Sir 
William Mather, Mr. William Maxwell, 
Mr. T. P. O’Connor, Mr. O’Mara, Mr. 
Parkes, Mr. Pike Pease, Colonel Pilking- 
ton, Sir James Rankin, Sir Charles Ren- 
shaw, Mr. Herbert Roberts, Sir Albert 
Rollit, Mr. Round, Mr. Runciman, Mr. 
T. W. Russell, Sir Henry Seton-Karr, 
, Mr. Shackleton, ‘Mr. Thomas Shaw, Sir 
| John Barrington Simeon, Sir Edward 
Strachey, Mr. Talbot, Mr. Theodore 
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Taylor, Mr. Tennant, Mr. Whitley Thom- 
son, Sir William Tomlinson, Mr. Tully, 
Sir William Walrond, Mr. George White- 
ley, Colonel Williams, Lord Willoughby 
de Eresby, Mr. John Wilson (Durham), 
Mr. Wolff, and Mr. Young. 


Mr. Hatsey further reported from the 
Committee; That they had nominated 
the following Members to serve on the 
Standing Committee for the consideration 
of all Bills relating to Law, and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure, which 
may, by Order of the House, be com- 
mitted to such Standing Committee: The 
Lord Advocate, Mr. Agg-Gardner, Mr. 
Secretary Akers-Douglas, Mr. Asquith, 
Mr. Atherley-Jones, Mr. Atkinson, Mr. 
Barran, Sir George Bartley, Mr. Boland, 
Mr. Butcher, Lord Hugh Cecil, Mr. 
Clancy, Mr. Coghill, Mr. Colston, Mr. 
Cripps, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Dillon, Mr. 
Tatton Egerton, Mr. Arthur Elliot, Mr. 
Samuel Evans, Mr. George Faber, Sir 
George Fardell, Mr. Flynn, Sir Frederick 
Godson, Mr. Goulding, Mr. Henry David 
Green, Mr. Haldane, Mr. Harwood, Mr. 
T. M. Healy, Mr. James Heath, Mr. 
Helder, Mr. Hemphill, Mr. Henry Hob- 
house, Mr. John Hutton, Mr. Jacoby, 
Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. Jordan, Sir 
Lees Knowles, Mr. William F. Lawrence, 
Sir Joseph Leese, Colonel Legge, Mr. 
Lloyd Morgan, Mr. Loder, Mr. Loyd, Mr. 
Macdona, Mr. Swift MacNeill, Mr. Middle- 
more, Mr. William Moore, Mr. Arthur 
Morton, Captain Norton, Sir Francis 
Sharp Powell, Colonel Pryce-Jones, Sir 
Robert Reid, Mr. Remnant, Mr. Matthew 
White Ridley, Mr. Bryn Roberts, Mr. 
Samuel Roberts, Mr. Parker Smith, Mr. 
Soames, Mr. Soares, Mr. Solicitor-General, 
Mr. Stevenson, Sir Benjamin Stone, Mr. 
Thornton, Mr. Ure, Sir Howard Vincent, 
Mr. Robert Wallace, and Sir James 
Woodhouse. 


Mr. Haxsey further reported from the 
Committee of Selection: That, in pursu- 
ance of the provisions of The Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, they had selected the following 
additional Member to act as a Commis- 
sioner: Mr. Charles Douglas. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 
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NEW BILL. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS BILL. 


“To amend the Municipal Corpora- 
tions Act, 1882,” presented by Mr. 
Cripps; supported by Sir George Bartley : 
to be read a second time upon Friday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 94.] 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (REPORTS OF 
MONEY COMMITTEES). 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Proceedings on the Reports of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
Committees authorising the expenditure 
of Public Money other than the Com- 
mittee of Supply may be entered upon 
at any hour after midnight, though 
opposed, and shall not be interrupted 
under the provisions of the Standing 
Order Sittings of the House.”—(.JV/r. 
Secretary Akers Douglas.) 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said it might be thought by some that 
the position of that Motion under the 
heading “At the Commencement of 
Public Business” brought it within the 
ten minutes rule, but that was not so. 
This was a proposal for a new Sessional 
Order, true it was in the same terms as 
one passed last year; but still it was 
open to very serious objection. Under the 
present Rules opposed business stopped 
at midnight, and the Sittings had to be 
suspended at 1 a.m., but to those Rules 
there were exceptions, including Bills 
originating in Ways and Means Proceed- 
ings in pursuance of Act of Parliament, 
Proceedings relating to Stand- 
ing Orders, and those exempted by 
specific Motion made at the commence- 
ment of public business. He thought 
theexceptions were sufficiently numerous, 
but this proposed Sessional Order went 
far beyond them all, for it not only pro- 
vided that business under consideration 
at one o’clock might be continued, but 
that certain business even if not reached 
by one o’clock might be taken after that 
hour. He was strongly in favour o' 
adhering to the Twelve o’Clock Rule, and 
though if good reasons could be shown 
for it he would not oppose this Motion, 
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he did ask for some explanation which it 
was made. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
supported the contention of the hon. 
Member. He reminded the House how the 
taking of the Supply after twelve o’clock 
in former years led to great scandals and 
to the voting of enormous sums of money 
without discussion, as well as to remark- 

ble scenes in the House. Everybody 
must agree that it was desirable all 
financial business should be taken before 
midnight, and he hoped the hon. 
Member therefore would press his opposi- 
tion to a division. 


Navy (Supplementary) 


Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD ‘(Somerset- 
shire, Wellington) said that he had put the 
Motion down in exactly the same terms 
as those in which it was put down last 
session. It was to enable certain Bills 
founded on Resolutions in Committee of 
Ways and Means to be brought in without 
undue delay. However, in the absence 
of the Leader of the House, he would not 
press the Motion, and would postpone it. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: 
are to be taken under it? 


What Bills 


Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD: Chiefly the 
Cunard Bill and the Telegraph Bill. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then I shall 
strongly oppose it. 


Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD: I showed the 
Motion to the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Leeds last night and he 
raised no objection to its being put down. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Better post- 
pone it. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: [shall object 
to postponement. Let it be withdrawn. 


Str A. ACLAND-HOOD: I beg to 
move the Adjournment of the debate. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) pointed out that the right 
hon. Baronet had already spoken. 


THe SECRETARY ‘to rue AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge): Then I will move the 
Adjournment of the debate. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the debate be now adjourned.”— 
(Mr. Pretyman.) 


Me. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said the 
business for which this Order was asked 
was really far more important than the 
business usually covered by such a 
Motion. He hoped that before the 
Government put the Motion down again 
they would seriously consider the 
necessity of taking the Bills named before 
twelveo’clock. The Resolution would be 
strongly opposed. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Axers- 
Dovatas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) promised 
to consider the point. He repeated that 
the Motion had been put down with the 
general concurrence of right hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. He hoped the debate 
would be adjourned. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he could 
see no reason for adjournment. The 
House was quite ready to come to a 
decision. It would answer the purpose 
to withdraw the Motion; otherwise he 
would press his opposition to a division. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question put, and negative]. 
SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee :— 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith), in the Chair. ] 
NAVY (SUPPLEMENTARY) 
1903-4, 


ESTIMATES, 


1, £1,270,000 (Supplementary), in re- 
spect of the following Navy Services, 
viz :— 

Vote 8, Shipbuilding, Repairs, Main- 
tenance, etc.— 

Section I. Personnel - - £53,200 

Section III. Contract Work  1,254,80 

£1,308,000 

Section II. Matériel— 
Deduct Appropriations in Aid 38,000 


£1,270,000 
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Navy (Supplementary) 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 


4 dee) observed that this Vote involved, 


j 





though he would not dwell on them, 
the questions of Supplementary Esti- 
mates and Appropriations-in-aid raised 
the previous day. The discussions which 
had already taken place had presented 


problems to the solution of which some | 


half-dozen Ministers and ex-Ministers 
had contributed without, he was afraid, 
enlightening the House, ‘but he hoped 


that the debate that day would result in | 
their getting answers both intelligible | 


and satisfactory. He wished the Com- 
mittee to bear in mind that these Sup- 
plementary Estimates could not be 
considered apart from the original Esti- 
mates for the year to which they were to 
be attached. He was in the recollection 
of the House when he said that 
last session began with loud declara- 
tions from the Government and indeed 
from all parts of the House of economical 
intentions, which never came into effect. 
After all those violent declarations for 
economy it was his duty to point out 
that last year’s original Estimate was 
the largest Estimate ever submitted for 
the Navy in time of peace, and now a 
Supplementary Estimate was presented. 
The original Estimate was dumped down 


on the Table of the House without any | 


explanation from the Minister whose 


duty it was to state the international | 
expenditure | 


policy which made this 
necessary and, having failed last 
year to elicit the explanations, they 
required, they, the Committee, were 
bound to approach the consideration of 
the Supplementary Estimate with even 
greater gravity and attention than had 
been displayed the day before in regard 
to the Army. 


He would like to point out the 
financial effect of the proposals before 
the Committee. This Estimate, if passed, 
would bring the total expenditure 
on the Navy in the year about to 


end to the highest point yet reached. | 


In his opinion the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion had under-estimated the amount of 
the expenditure for the year. The gross 
naval expenditure submitted in the 
original and 


amounted to £37,500,000, but to that | 


must be added what his right hon. friend 
did not add, more than £4,000,000 under 
the Naval Works Act, making a total of 
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| £41,500,000, or nearly £1 per head, man, 
woman, and child, of the population of 
| the United Kingdom. A more serious 
| point was the Vote to which this large 
| addition was being made—because it was 
a Vote the enlargement of which involved 
/an increase in all the other Navy Votes. 
The Shipbuilding Vote was raised 
by the Supplementary Estimate from 
£17,300,000 to £18,600,000, a sum 
in excess of the whole Navy Esti- 
mates of 1895. New _ construction 
was increasing at an alarming rate. 
Two years ago the Government 
asked for £9,500,000 for this purpose ; 
last year they asked for £10,500,000, 
which the Supplementary Estimate now 
increased to £11,500,000. He thought 
such figures deserved the serious atten- 
tion of the Committee. Notwithstanding 
'the overwhelming importance of the 
Navy in the matter of national defence 
some regard must be had to the finances 
of the country ; and these figures were so 
vast that hon. Members were bound to 
ask for explanation and justification, even 
as regarded comparatively small items. 
He asked for information regarding this 
new Vote. What was the million and 
quarter asked for, and why was it deman 
ded at this time? He thought it was 
more or less an open secret that the bulk 
of the demand related to the acquisition 
of two warships which were built for the 
Chilian Government, but which had 
been purchased by our own Government. 
£700,000 of the Vote, he understood, 
was a payment on account of those 
battleships, the balance of the 
purchase money falling due in the 
coming financial year. Then, he took 
it, that part of the Supplementary Vote 
was required for repairs and reconstruc- 
tion, and as to that he would like some 
information, as reconstruction would 
seem to point to defects in the original 
plans. But the second Question he de- 
sired to put was of a more delicate 
nature— Why did the Government 
buy these Chilian warships? In reply 
to the hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
on 2nd March last, the Prime Minister 
stated that the question of the purchase 
of the battleships referred to had been 
carefully considered by the Admiralty, 


| who had clearly come to the opinion that 
the ships were not suitable for their pur- 
| poses and that it was not advisable to 
‘buy them, That statement seemed to 
2B2 
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involve the Government in a certain 
amount of difficulty. Having declared 
the ships to be unsuitable, they had now 
bought them and were asking the Com- 
mittee to ratify the contract. It was 
incumbent on the Admiralty to explain 
why a purchase which was inadvisable, 
imprudent, and improper a year ago was 
advisable, prudent, and proper now. 
It was not the duty of the British Ad- 
miralty, with the enormous resourses 
entrusted to them, to rush in and buy 
every warship they saw for sale in order 
to prevent its falling into the hands of 
aforeign Power. Such a course of action 
would simply offer a premium to, or 
encourage the creation of speculative 
builders of battleships. He presumed it 
was simply a question of confirming the 
contract, and that no money had passed. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 


ALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, Wood- | 


biidge) was understood to intimate that 
money had been paid. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 


said 
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involved he would not press this part of 
the case too strongly. 


The next point would not admit of much 
development at this stage, but it was a very 
material consideration. The Committee 
were asked to add to the already colossal 
Estimates of the year. If such a thing 
were done in private life the first question 
asked would be whether they could 
afford it. Surely the Committee ought 
to pause before consenting to this addi- 
tional expenditure. He hoped that by 





| passing these Estimates they would not 
| be deliberately creating a deficit in the 
| finances of the year. How much of the 
| expenditure here proposed would fall upon 
| the naval funds of next financial year / 
| The Committee were entitled to that in- 
| formation, and also to an assurance that 
|the Estimates and programme, shortly 
| to beintroduced, would be reduced by an 
|amount corresponding to that repre- 
|sented by these supplementary _pro- 
| posals. (At this stage the Chancellor of the 
| Exchequer entered the House and the 
| hon. Member repeated his remarks con- 
cerning the Treasury.) 


it was extraordinary that this should | 


have been done without the assent of 
Parliament. Somewhat loose things were 
done three or four years ago when 
Mr. Goschen arranged a supplementary 
programme. No Vote was taken in Com- 
mittee of Supply ; but the House was in- 
formed of the matter and debated the sub- 
ject before it was carried out. In this 
case, however, the battleship programme 
had been increased to the extent of two 
vessels, and not only had the contracts 
been made, but money had been paid, 
and all this had been done without the 
assent of Parliament. He did not blame 
the Admiralty. Another department 
was here involved, and when a transac- 
tion so peculiar was brought before 
Parliament there ought to be some re- 
presentative of the Treasury present. 
The reason suggested last year for the 
purchase was that it would prevent the 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
| Regis) held that the Supplementary Esti- 
| mates did not so much concern the par- 
‘ticular department in charge of special 

items as the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
himself. They represented a financial 
‘operation of the most objectionable 
'character, and every good financier who 
'had occupied the position of Prime 
| Minister had done his best to prevent 
|any Supplementary Estimates whatever. 
| This year the gross Supplementary Esti- 
| mates amounted to £7,800,000. That 
| was a stupendous amount to add to the 
|already enormous Budget. It  repre- 
‘sented a mistake in calculating the 
| original Budget, and, so far as it was a 
| mistake, the Government had, involun- 
| tarily no doubt, deceived the House in re- 
'gard to the financial situation, and by 
|that false view had extorted from Par- 





ships falling into the hands of a foreign | liamcnt consent to the reduction of some 
Power, but the Prime Minister appeared |taxes and the imposition of others; m 
inferentially to reject that reason. What | fact they had deprived the House of 
other reasons were there? He hoped the | the opportunity of dealing with the 
Secretary to the Admiralty would throw | finances of the country as a wie 

y oe In these Supplementary Estimates the 
as much light as possible on the matter, | pross sum authorised was £1,401,500. 
but as delicate considerations might be | There was to come off that a surplus of 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 
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£93,500, and there were Appropriations-in- 
aid (extra receipts) £38,000. First of all, 
with regard to the surplus of £93,500, 
which represented a _ miscalculation, 
and the Appropriations-in-aid, which 
also represented a miscalculation and 
a deception. The Admiralty calculated 
the receipts they were likely to get 
in the course of the year and this calcula- 
tion was exceeded by £38,000. If this 
Vote was not passed this sum would go to 
the extinction of the National Debt under 
the general financial rules of the House; 
that £38,000 was on its way to the Na- 
tional Debt Office, and it was only by 
these Supplementary Estimates that its 
course to the National Debt would be 
stayed and it would be applied in 
diminution of the gross Supplementary 
Estimates. All that was extremely 
objectionable and calculated to impair 
the control of this House over ex- 
penditure, and to deceive the public 
as to the total amount spent. All 
such financial proceedings were of the 
most objectionable and dangerous char- 
acter, and it was because of this that the 
country had failed to appreciate the extra- 
ordinary gravity of the situation. Per- 
haps his hon. friend the Secretary to the 
Admiralty would be able to give them 
some explanation and justification for the 
presentation of any Supplementary Esti- 
mates at all. There was no explanation 
in his opinion which could justify them 
except one, and that was the sudden 
arising of unforseen circumstances since 
the Estimates were presented. That was 
the only explanation which the Govern- 
ment would be justified in giving. The 
hon. Member had accurately quoted the 
(Question he put last year to the First Lord 
of the Treasury, and the answer he re- 
ceived with regard to the “ Triumph” and 
the  Swiftsure.” He gave that answer not 
as the President of the Council of Defence, 
but as the head of the Government respon- 
sible for the finances and for the military 
and naval policy. The answer the right 
hon. Gentleman gave was that these vessels 
were unsuited to our purpose, but he was 
entirely of the contrary opinion, and he 
ventured to say that they were better than 
any we had. He challenged the hon. 
Member to state if that was the Admir- 
alty opinion now, or whether it had always 
been their opinion. He still affirmed that | 
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these battleships were far superior to any- 
thing we had in our Navy before they 
were purchased. He could not help 
thinking, when the First Lord of the 
Treasury replied on the 2nd of March last 
that these ships were unsuited to the re- 
quirementsof the British Navy, either that 
he must have been misled by the Admir- 
alty, or else the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer sat on the strong box like a bull- 
dog showing his teeth, and refused to let 
them have the money. In regard to 
building there were no firms in this country 
who would venture to produce a battleship 
costing nearly £1,000,000 on the mere 
chance of finding a purchaser. He 
adhered to his statement that these 
vessels were better than any we then‘had, 
and better than we now have. In the 
first place, for size and displacement they 
were the most powerfully armed ships yet 
constructed. They had four 10-inch 
guns each, fourteen 7°5-inch guns, four- 
teen 14-pounders and ten smaller guns. 
As to their armaments he challenged con- 
tradiction that they were superior to any- 
thing in our Navy, or any other Navy at 
this moment. They were not the produc- 
tion of the inventive brain of any Admir- 
alty official, but the production of a 
private shipbuilder. Their armour was 
equal to that of our very latest battleship, 
the “ Russell,” and as to speed they were 
even better, for they could do twenty-one 
knots, and the “ Russell’’ could only do 
nineteen knots. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: No! 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said “that at 
any rate they were a bit better in speed. 
Their radius of action was 12,000 yards. 
In consequence of the great enterprise of 
the firm that built these vessels and 
gunned them they were fitted for using 
a nitro-cellulose powder. The Admiralty 
being desirous of having everything of the 
Admiralty pattern had chosen to condemn 
this new powder. He maintained that 
this powder was better than our cordite 
powder, but the Admiralty did not ap- 
prove of it, and the result was that they 
were going to make some sort of modifica- 
tion of their cordite powder for these guns 
He understood that was so. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: No! 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he was 
mistaken then. He understood that those 
guns were not fitted for cordite powder 
and that they would have to make some 
modification of the cordite powder be- 
cause it could not be used in those guns. 
When the Admiralty bought the ships 
and the guns they certainly ought to have 
bought the powder and the whole bag-o’- 
tricks. The maker believed that this 
powder was far superior to cordite 
and the guns were made for it, and when 
under those circumstances they bought 
new ships and new guns using a new 
powder it was much better that they 
should buy the whole thing throughout 
instead of trying to modify it. Some 
objegtion had been made to the ammuni- 
tion supply, and he was informed that the 
Admiralty were wedded to a system of 
ammunition supply by hand. These 
new guns were fitted with mechanical 
ammunition suppliers and that was a 
very great improvement, and he hoped 
the Admiralty were not going to interfere 
with it. He had made these remarks 
because he was convinced that they were 
superior to anything we possessed in our 
Navy. He trusted they would use the 
powder invented for the guns. It seemed 
to him that a battleship represented so 
much of the naval defence of any country 
that the acquisition of these two vessels 
by any other country would have altered 
the balance of naval power. They 
were equal to two divisions of an army, 
and therefore in times of doubt and 
difficulty to allow any foreign country to 
acquire two battleships which this country 
needed, was to allow a change in the 
relative balance of naval power which 
might be a source of very great danger. 
In March, last year, he urged His Majesty’s 
Government to buy these vessels, and the 
reply he received was that they were 
unsuited to our requirements. That 
reply must necessarily be abandoned in 
face of the facts he had adduced in 
respect of the ships, otherwise the Ad- 
miralty would not have purchased them 
at all. Why did not the Admiralty 
purchase them last year? He strongly 
suspected there was a reason for it. 
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He recalled with some apprehension the 
accumulation of these expenses, but 
the Committee should know what the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was going 
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to do in the way of providing for the 
deficit he would have to face when he 
came to his Budget. His idea of the way 
in which these ships should have been 
purchased was that they should have 
taken the place of two in the existing 
programme. They would not then have 
saddled the country with extra expense, 
and they would have had the advantage 
of having two battleships ready two 
years earlier—two battleships of that 
superior quality which he had endeavoured 
to describe to the house. He regretted 
that they were not purchased last year, 
but he was glad that they were purchased 
this year. He was extremely sorry for 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer in regard 
to the financial consequences of the 
purchase. He had only one other thing 
to say with regard to the Supplementary 
Estimates. They did not clearly show— 
and he wished to ask his hon. friend the 
Secretary to the Admiralty to state— 
what part of the total Estimate was re- 
presented by the purchase money of 
these ships. He always regretted Sup- 
plementary Estimates, and he regretted 
those now before the Committee more 
than usual. It was not a fact that this 
was the first time he had complained of 
them. He had, year after year, protested 
against them. His voice had seemed 
like that of one crying in the wilderness, 
He hoped the House was becoming more 
or less alive to the great importance of 
this wicked system of Supplementary 
Estimates and he hoped this was one of the 
last which would be presented to the 
House. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.) said the hon. Member 
for Dundee and his hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for King’s Lynn had pointedly ad- 
dressed themselves to him for some ex: 
planation. Perhaps the Committee 
would allow him to give his reply at 
once. The Committee would not expect 
him to enter into the merits of naval guns 
or considerations of naval construction 
which the hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
put forward, nor would they expect him 
to go into the details of the Estimates. 
He thought these would be fully ex- 
plained by his hon. friend the Secretary 
to the Admiralty. What did concern 
him were the remarks of his hon. friend 
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as to Supplementary Estimates in general. 
The hon. Member was perfectly right in 
saying that this was not the first occasion 
on which he had drawn the attention of 
the House to the inconvenience of Sup- 
plementary Estimates, and no one who | 
had been, as he had been, Financial | 
Secretary to the Treasury, could be | 
unaware of that inconvenience.- He | 
took his present office long after the | 
current financial year began, but he and | 
his hon. friend the Financial Secretary | | 
to the Treasury had done their best to 

limit the Supplementary Estimates. They | 

perfectly agreed that Supplementary Esti- | 
mates were in themselves an evil, and 
that they ought not to be used as a 
method of meeting the ordinary and 
foreseen expenditure of the year, but that | 
they ought to be reserved for cases 

which could not be foreseen, or which | 

had some special character attaching | 
to them, It would not be in order for 
him, in connecton with this matter, to | 
make any observations on the other 
Supplementary Estimates presented this 
year. He would confine himself to the | 
Supplementary Estimate now before the 
Committee. It was due practically to 
three causes. Inthe first place it was due 
to the purchase of the Chilian battle- 

ships ; in the second place to contractors | 
for Government work having made 
greater progress than the Admiralty 
thought it possible to anticipate when 
the year’s Estimates were framed: and 
in the third place to the fact that the 
original sums taken for repairs of 
ships then actually on active service in 
connection with coaling stations, had been 
proved to be insufficient for the necessary 
repairs when the ships came into the 
dockyards. He thought the Committee 
would see that the Estimate for the 
amount of work to be done on ships 
which were still actually serving on 
foreign stations must be a speculative 
Estimate, and even the most jealous 
guardian of national finance could not | 
blame the Admiralty if they could not 
always estimate accurately the amount 
shown to be necessary when a ship was 
in dockyard and when the machinery | 
was actually accessible to investigation. | 
Then there was the question of progress | 

on the part of the contractors. He had a| 
the honour to serve for five years on the 


Board of Admiralty. 
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Member for King’s Lynn alluded. 
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complaint from both sides of the House, 
during those five years, that the Board 


failed to obtain from the contractors the 
work which it was anticipated they 
would be able to perform within the year 
to which the Estimates were applicable. 
They were constantly urged that it was 
the bounden duty of the Board to take 
steps to accelerate the work of the con- 
tractors, and to see that they secured 
‘the output of work estimated. The 
‘present Board of Admiralty were in 
a more fortunate position. The con- 
| tractors had more than fulfilled their 
expectations. i=, et 


<> ow] 


The Committee would remember how 
long in advance these Estimates 
had to be made. He found from 
/experience that the chief anxiety was 
lest the Government should not have 
sufficient money to pay, and they 
over-estimated very much the amount 


'of work within the year, and unless one 


cut down that estimate one was forced 


|to ask the Committee for more money 
| than was actually required. 


It was ex- 


'traordinarily difficult to get an accurate 


estimate of the amount of work which 
would be done in a particular year on a 
contract extending over two or three 
years, and there seemed always to be an 
element of uncertainty in regard to it. 
In the present year, the contractors had 


|}earned more than was estimated, and, 


of course, the Government were bound to 
ask the House to make provision for that. 
It was not, however, new expenditure 
in the sense of being expenditure of which 


' the House had no knowledge or control, 


but it was payment for a more rapid rate 
of progress which would result in our 
having the goods for which we paid more 
rapidly than we anticipated. As to the 
third cause for this Supplementary Esti- 
mate—the purchase of the Chilian ships— 
he said the Committee might take it that 


| His Majesty’s Government did not con- 


template the purchase of the ships last 
year. That purchase was an unforeseen 
emergency of the kind to which the hon. 
The 
| hon. Member for Dundee did not question 
the discretion with which the Government 
acted in purchasing those ships at the 
time, and the price paid for them. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 


It was a constant | only asked for information. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said | was to be obtained at all, without Waiting 
that was not incompatible with what he | for Parliamentary sanction, which there 
had stated. The hon. Gentleman did | was no doubt, under all the circumstances, 
not question the purchase, but he did | Parliament would be willing to give, 
question the propriety of the action of | There was only one other point to which 
the Treasury in sanctioning any payment | he would refer. 
on account of this purchase, until the Vote | 
had been submitted to the House of Com-| AN HON. MEMBER: What was the 
mons. It was in connection with that | price ? 
matter that the hon. Gentleman required | 
his own presence in the House. He had) Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
been called away from a Committee meet- | that the price was £1,875,000, of which 
ing which he was attending. He accepted | there was included in the present Esti- 
as Chancellor of the Exchequer full re- | mates £707,000; and the remainder 
sponsibility for having anticipated the | would appear in the Estimates for next 
sanction of Parliament for the purchase | year. The hon. Members for King’s Lynn 
of these ships. In the opinion of His | and Dundee had asked what effect this 
Majesty’s Government, it was not desir- | purchase ought to have on our naval 
able that they should purchase the ships | programme generally. He thought that 
at the price which was asked, and under | the Committee would see that a purchase 
the circumstances which prevailed at | made at that period of the year could not 
the time when they were questioned on | materially affect the programme of the 








the subject in last session of Parliament. 
When the matter arose again this winter 
at the reduced price then obtained, and | 
under the circumstances of the time, the 
Government thought it was not only 
desirable, but they thought they should 
be greatly lacking in their duty to the 
House and the country if they did not | 
secure those ships. Two battleships 
added to the strength of another Power | 
might seriously disturb the balance of 
naval power, and might gravely affect the | 
Naval Estimates which would have to be | 
estimated to this House in the future. | 
We got them on much more favourable | 
terms than there was any prospect of | 
obtaining them when the question was | 
mooted last spring or summer, and in the | 
circumstances of the time the Govern- | 
ment felt that it was their bounden duty | 
to obtain the vessels. It was an essential | 
part of the contract that the payments | 
falling due on these ships should be met | 
before Christmas, and in the course of the | 
present financial year they could not have | 
carried the contract through unless they | 
were willing to make these terms. Under 
these circumstances he, as Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, and the Government, of 
which he was a member, did not hesitate 
to take the responsibility of making the 
payment which this Committee were now 
asked to ratify. They took the responsi- 
bility of acting on behalf of the country, at 
a moment when it was essential that 


action should be taken if the result desired 


| 
| 





year in which we now were. Whether or 
not it would affect the calculations for 
next was obvious to everyone; but he 


| conceived it would be out of order to dis- 


cuss the programme for next year on the 
Supplementary Estimates. It would be 
more convenient to do so after the First 
Lord of the Admiralty had made his 
statement. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON | said 
that as he understood it, the real reason 
why these ships had been purchased now 
was that they were to be had cheaper 
than ever before. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he did not know exactly what the hon. 
Gentleman’s question really was. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
that when the purchase was first mooted 
they were told that the ships were abso- 
lutely unsuited for the British Navy. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that the term 
used was that they were “ unsuitable.” 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said that 
that was a merely grammatical criticism. 
The Prime Minister’s answer was that the 
Admiralty had clearly come to the opinion 
that the ships which were on sale were not 
suitable for their purpose, and that it 
would not be advisable to buy them. 
The explanation which he and his friends 
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had asked was why were they bought now | 
or at all; and now the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer said that it was because they 
could be had at a more reasonable price. 
The right hon. Gentleman did not allude 
to the question why the Government | 
purchased ships now which were unsuit- 

able a year ago? The net result of the 

right hon. Gentleman’s statement was 

that the Admiralty bought ships because 

they were cheap. When the right hon. 

Gentleman made that statement had he 

the Prime Minister’s answer last year in 

his mind? The right hon. Gentleman 

spoke of an immediate urgency having 

arisen; but what was the urgency ? 

He did not so much object to the con- 

tract having been entered into, but to 

the fact that the contract had not only 

been made but executed. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that of course he had in his mind the 
statement of the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury last year, but the hon. Gentleman 
had not correctly followed the reasons 
he had given for the purchase of the ships 
now. Ships more than anything else 
might be unsuitable to purchase if the 
price were exorbitant, and suitable if 
the price were reasonable. But he did 
not confine himself entirely to the question 
of price, nor even did he lay great stress 
upon it. He did not want to go into 
much detail on this question, but in 
the circumstances of last year the Govern- 
ment did not consider the ships a desir- 
able or suitable purchase: although the 
circumstances of last autumn, and the 
price at which they could obtain them, 
made their acquisition suitable. The 
hon. Gentleman said that he did not ob- 
ject to the Government making the con- 
tract, but to the Government paying 
money on the contract without the sanc- 
tion of the House of Commons. Now, 
he had told the hon. Gentleman in the 
most explicit language that he took full 
responsibility for that action. If the 
(rovernment had not agreed to make 
that payment as, and when, they did, they 
could not have purchased the ships at 
all. They considered it essential to pur- 
chase the ships, and that if they had not 
done so they would have been lacking in 
their duty to the country. Hence, they 
had not hesitated to take the responsi- 
bility and find the money. 


‘23 FEBRUARY 1904} 


‘the words “suitable” and “ cheaper 


! 
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Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said that 


' the Committee was reduced to this con- 


dition of affairs—that when the Govern- 
ment in March last declared that the 
Chilian ships were unsuitable, they really 
meant they were unsuitable as regarded 
price. ‘The hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
ventured to say last year in a supple- 
mentary Question that these ships were 
very much better than any of our ships, 
and the reply of the Prime Minister to 
that was that the Admiralty thought 
differently. Now the House was told 
that the reason was that the price was 
too high. He supposed the Government 
thought that at some future time they 
could make a better bargain. That 
seemed to him to be trifling with words. 
They were plain men in the House and 
they wanted to know the meaning of it 
in plain words. When told that the ships 
were unsuitable they could come to no 
other conclusion than that the Admiralty 
were advised by their professional advisers 
that the ships were unsuitable for the 
British Navy. Was the question of the pur- 
chase of these ships submitted to the con- 
sideration of the ex-Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. Between the time when these 
ships were offered to the Government and 
when they were finally purchased a great 
deal had happened to the Government. 
Their Chancellor of the Exchequer and 
others had left them, and it was possible 
that something new might have arisen and 
actuated the Government to buy the 
ships, ’overriding what the right hon. 
Gentleman had said. It would be in- 
teresting to know whether the right hon. 
Gentleman had any voice in vetoing the 
purchase of these ships. The Govern- 
ment had not succeeded in convincing 
the House that there was any emergency 
for buying these ships at a later period. 
|MinIsTERIAL cries of “Oh!”] What 
was the emergency ? He was not aware 
of it. Ifit were a competition to prevent 
Russia or other nations getting the ships 
he did not consider that an emergency at 
all. What had been made clear was that 
at a later period the Government bought 
the ships because they could buy them 
cheaper although they had said at an 
earlier stage that they were not suitable. 


They were beginning to understand what 
bh 


really did mean. But there was another 
reason. He was not ready to accept 
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the opinion of the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn that these ships were superior to 
anything we had. It might be that 
they were, but he could not take it on 
the hon. Gentleman’s pure word. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that the 
hon. Gentleman might take it on the de- 
tails of the figures he had laid before the 
Committee. 


Mr. KEARLEY said that they did 
not always understand with great clear- 
ness what the hon. Gentleman said. 
The hon. Gentleman was so full of know- 
ledge that ordinary persons with ordinary 
brains found some difficulty in filling in 
the details. But the hon. Member would 
agree with him that the Admiralty 
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had striven to get homogeneous 
ships for our Navy. Now the two 
Chilian ships, they knew at the outset, 
were not of that kind. They would re- 
quire a special kind of ammunition. | 
That of itself would be a great difficulty. 
He knew sufficient of the working of the | 
Naval Ordnance Department to know 
that there was sometimes great difficulty 
in serving out to our ships ordinary service 
ammunition. He had known ammuni- 
tion found in ships of the Navy which 
was quite unsuitable for what was Te- | 
quired. The Chancellor of the Exchequer | 
in explaining some of the items in the 
Supplementary Estimates attributed it 
to inaccurate estimation of repairs, and 
rather suggested, he thought, that 
the imaccuracy largely took place in 
the Government establishments. As a 
matter of fact, if anyone would refer to 
the Supplementary Estimates he would 
find that the item of £275,000 was all 
for repairs and alterations of ships built 
by contractors and repaired in contract 
yards, Last year he (Mr. Kearley) 
called attention to the very unsatisfac- 
tory basis upon which these repairs were 
carried out. In the Government yards 
an estimate was asked for and expected 
to be worked to. In the contractor’s 
yard nothing of the kind took place. 
Ships went in there for repairs and a | 
schedule of prices was worked on, but the 
contractor was allowed to put on a large 
percentage of profit, and consequently the 
Government never’ knew what the re- 
pairs were going to cost when aship went 
into the contractor’s yard. That was 


Mr, Kearley. 
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really the cause ofthe expenditure of the 
£275,000. It was not what the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer said—namely, 
inaccuracy in estimating, but that no price 
was fixed at the outset. Contractors 
had a real good thing of it in these re- 
pairs. Last year he urged the Admiralty 
to treat the contractors, when carrying 
out repairs, in precisely the same way as 
they did the Government yards in this 
matter. He believed the Estimates given 
in His Majesty’s dockyards were exceed- 
ingly correct. The Chilian battleships 
they were told cost £1,875,000. They 
were bought through a distinguished 
firm in the city, Messrs. Anthony Gibbs 
and Co. He would like to be informed 
what commission the Government paid 
for the purchase of these ships. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: I do not know 
that any commission was paid upon 
them. 


Mr. KEARLEY: Then why did 
Messrs. Gibbs have to vacate their seats 
in this House 2 


Mr. PRETYMAN: Because they sold 
us the ships. 


Mr. KEARLEY: 
profit 2 


Did they get no 


Mr. PRETYMAN said the Admiralty 
contracted to purchase these ships from 
the firm in question, and that was the 
transaction which caused the vacation of 
the seats. What arrangement was made 
by Messrs. Gibbs with the Chilian Govern- 
ment he did not know. 


Mr. KEARLEY: They were acting 
as principals in the transaction and not 
as agents ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN: Yes. 


Mr. KEARLEY : 
tent. 


Then I am con- 


Mr. RITCHIE (Croydon) said that he 
had been asked to state what his share in 
these negotiations had been. These ships 
were offered to the British Government 
when he was Chancellor of the Exchequer; 
but as to his having vetoed the purchase, 
“vetoed” was hardly the right word. 
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He and the First Lord of the Admiralty 
had a great deal of discussion as to the 
propriety of accepting the offer of the 
ships ; and under the circumstances and 
at that time he certainly objected to 
sanctioning the purchase, the money 
for which would have been over and above 


the amount already agreed to for naval , 


purposes. Of course he had much com- 
munication with the First Lord of the 
Admiralty while Naval Estimates were 
being prepared, and the amount which 
he sanctioned for naval purposes was 
the largest amount that had ever been 
presented to the House of Commons on 
that account. After the discussions which 
had taken place, he did not doubt that 
the Admiralty were justified in asking for 
the grant which was sanctioned; and 
he would have been taking a_ great 
responsibility on himself if he had tried 
to reduce the Estimates presented to him 
beyond the point which had been reached 
in negotiation between himself and the 
Frst Lord. Having sanctioned this very 
large but justifiable expenditure, he was 
unwilling to increase the amount by the 
purchase of two ships which had never 
been contemplated as necessary at the 
time the Estimates were prepared. He 
might also say that the First Lord of the 
Admiralty did not by any means press him 
in the matter, but quite saw the force 
of the objection to this very great increase 
in the naval expenditure of the year. 
While they were discussing the question 
the First Lord of the Admiralty made 
him aware that in some respects the ships 
were not exactly the kind of vessel which 
the Admiralty would have built if they 
had been building new ships; but the 
language used never amounted to any- 
thing like a statement that for all naval 
purposes the ships were unsuitable. The 
price at which the ships were then offered 
was a higher price than that at which 
they had since been bought. 


Mr. KEARLEY : What was the price ¢ 


Mr. RITCHIE ‘said that it might not 
be advisable to mention it. Although 
he was farfrom saying that the price 
alone would make the vessels unsuitable, 
yet having regard to the fact that they 
Were (not exactly the type of vessel that 
the Admiralty would have built, it was 
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proper to take the price into considera- 
tion. He did not think that, even 
though ships were cheap, they should 
be purchased if we did not want them. 
Nothing was more to be avoided than 
purchasing a thing simply because it was 
cheap. At that time the ships were not 
absolutely essential, because the Estimates 
amply provided for all the wants of the 
Navy. But having said so much, he 
must add that, having accepted the 
statement of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that there were circumstances 
connected with the present situation 
which amply warranted the right hon, 
Gentleman in assenting now to what 
had been refused before, it would be 
very unwise of the Committee to press 
this matter further. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had said truly that it 
would have been very inadvisable to 
allow these ships, under all the circum- 
stances of the case, to pass into other 
hands and so disturb that balance of 
naval power which we had endeavoured 
to keep. For these reasons, he considered 
that the Government were perfectly justi- 
fied in entering into the bargain; and 
after the statement of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer he did not believe that the 
country would suffer financially from the 
purchase, because the right hon. Gentle- 
man had given a distinct engagement 
that these two ships should take the place 
of two other ships which would otherwise 
have been built. Having regard to all 
the circumstances, therefore, he thought 
not only that the Government were right 
in purchasing the ships, but that they 
would have been wrong if they had not 
purchased them. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) thought 
the Committee should consider this 
matter a little more carefully than it was 
being considered. The Prime Minister 
on this point had, in the previous year, 
said in answer to a Question put by the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn— 

‘The important point to which the hon. 
Member calls attention has been considered, 
and carefully considered, by the Admiralty and 
they have come to the conclusion that the 
ships offered for sale are not suitable fur their 
purpose and it would not be wise to buy 
them.” 

That was an emphatic and clear state- 
ment and he was greatly astonished when 
he read in the newspapers the account of 
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the purchase of these ships, and he felt 
greatly astonished still on two grounds. 
The first was that the Estimates submitted 
that year for the purposes of the Navy 
were the largest ever submitted, and the 
second was that the whole increase in 
those Estimates was taken for the building 
of ships on Vote 8, which was £2,000,000 
or £3,000,000 higher than ever before, 
Whatever was the situation when these 
Estimates were taken, there was one of the 
most serious financial crises impending 
that this country had ever had to deal 
with. He wished the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had been more clear on this 
point. We had not the money to buy 
the ships with, and with the prospect of 
a deficit it was a very grave responsi- 
bility for the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to add these large Supplementary Esti- 
mates to the amount already voted. No 
real explanation had been given on any of 
these Estimates. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had stated that enough money 
had not been taken for the repairs of 
ships on foreign stations. If only neces- 
sary repairs had been included in a Sup- 
plementary Estimate he did not think 
the Committee would have raised any 
serious objection, but to swell the Esti- 
mates by so large an amount as was now 
proposed was perfectly unreasonable. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Croydon had stated that the Estimates 
next year would be reduced by the 
amount paid for these two ships. 


Mr. RITCHIE said that what he stated 
was that he understood a distinct pledge 
had been given that these two ships 
would take the place of two others which 
would otherwise have been built in the 
future. He did not say next year. 


Mr. LOUGH pressed for as distinct a 
pledge as possible on the point. They 
did not want this expenditure of £2,000,000 
to be added without it making any im- 
pression on the expenditure of next year. 
In addition to an assurance on that point, 
he hoped the Secretary to the Admiralty 
would state definitely on whose authority 
the Prime Minister declared that the ships 
were not suitable for the purposes of the 
Navy. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said he had to reply 
somewhat under difficulty, but perhaps 


Mr. Leugh. 
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the House would extend to him their 
indulgence, The opening remarks of 
the hon. Member for Dundee were 
entirely directed to the question of 
economy, and the impression left on his 
mind was that the hon. Member was 
unwilling to grant to the Navy sums of 
money which the Board of Admir#lty 
considered absolutely necessary if the 
Fleet was to be kept in the state of 
efficiency demanded by Parliament. 
The cry for economy could be accepted 
only subject to the standard which 
Parliament itself had set. That standard 
was that the Navy should be kept up to 
a position of equality with that of any 
other two Powers. Nobody realised 
more than the Admiralty how heavy 
were the demands they made on the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and the 
country, but he could assure the Com- 
mittee that those demands were made 
with a full sense of responsibility, and 
that nothing was asked for which was 
not considered absolutely necessary. 
With regard to the purchase of the 
“Triumph” and the “Swiftsure” from 
the Chilian Government, he thought the 
Committee would agree that it was really 
an economical transaction, because, if 
they kept to the two-Power standard, it 
was evident that if those two ships had 
been purchased by any European Power 
whose fleet had to be taken into calcula- 
tion in considering that standard, it 
would not only have entailed the con- 
struction of two similar ships by this 
country, but it would have counted four 
on a division. As to the payment of the 
money, the first instalment of £707,000 
was due this year, and the balance of the 
£1,875,000 was due next year. These were 
the payments which fell due under the con- 
tract. What the Admiralty had actually 
purchased was not two completed ships, 
but the benefit of a contract to build two 
ships, and the terms of that contract 
entailed upon this country the payment 
of £707,000 during the present financial 
year, and the balance during the next 
financial year. 


Mr. LOUGH asked whether the Admir- 
alty were buying at the exact price for 
which the Chilian Government con- 
tracted ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN said they were not, 
as the ships were contracted for for 
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accepted full responsibility. He agreed 
with what had been said by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Croydon as 
to what passed with regard to those ships. 
He was quite willing to allow that the 
expression used was perhaps a little too 
strong and a little too abbreviated. 
What was in the mind of the Admiralty 
was that the ships were not suited to our 
purposes in themselves, because they were 
not of the pattern of our Fleet, That was 
a point to which the Admiralty attached 


great importance. But it would be’ 


perfectly clear to the Committee that 
many considerations had to be weighed 
one against another. And at that time 
the balance was against purchasing these 
ships. But although the ships were not 
entirely suitable for the British Navy it 
was obvious that different circumstances 
might justify the Admiralty in deciding 
to purchase something asa special bargain 
which was not “entirely suitable,” 
and under these changed conditions a 
decision was come to that the ships 
should be purchased. He thought a 
little more had been made of the 
matter than was really warranted 
by the circumstances of the case. The 
effect of the transaction upon this 
year’s Estimates was perfectly clear. It 
meant an addition of £707,000. The 
effect upon next year’s Estimates would 
be to add the balance of about £1,100,000. 


Mr. LOUGH asked whether any 
further expenditure would be necessary to 
complete the ships. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that the entire 
cost of ships to the nation would be 
£1.875,000. Thatincluded the armament, 
und the last payment was actually due 
on the Ist August. Then as to the effect 
upon next year’s programme. ‘The 
Admiralty had intended to lay down 
three battleships at the beginning of 
April. Instead of laying down those three 
battleships at the commencement of the 
financial year they proposed to lay down 
two battleships, but not to commence 
them until the autumn. That would 
mean a saving of several months cost of 
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£2,200,000. With regard to the answer | 
given by the Prime Minister, of which not | 
unnaturally a great deal had been made, | 
he would say at once that the Admiralty | 
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construction on the whole of three battle- 
ships and the entire saving of one ship. 
The Admiralty hoped that it might be 
possible to leave out two ships, but they 
did not desire to pledge themselves 
beyond the extent he had stated. It 
should be borne in mind that the whole 
saving would not come into one year 
only. One battleship was _ entirely 
omitted, and the Admiralty had bought 
two excellent battleships at a price 
which did not exceed the cost of 
building two armoured cruisers. They 
had therefore really obtained two 
battleships fit to place in the line of 
battle at the cost of two armoured 
cruisers, and that would save them build- 
ing, at any rate, one battleship at a cost 
of £1,250,000. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked, in 
order that the matter should be quite 
clear, whether, instead of laying down 
three new battleships on the lst of April, 
none would then be laid down, but that 
two would be laid down in the autumn, 
and in certain contingencies only one. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that was not so. 
Three battleships were to have been laid 
down early in April; now there would 
be only two laid down, and they would 
not be laid down until the autumn. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
E. Toxteth) understood the hon. Member 
to say that another one migit be 


dropped. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said he meant not 
this year, but in the future. It was not 
considered wise to drop more than the 
one in one year. The ships were of good 
quality and compared very favourably 
with other vessels in the Navy. The 
final completion of the ships and their 
availability for service was really 
governed by the time within which their 
ammunition could be raised, and that 
would not be until June. The ammnuni- 
tion had had to be prepared to the order 
of the Admiralty. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked whether 
it had been necessary to make some 
alteration. 
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Mr. PRETYMAN said that there 
was no ammunition ready for these 
ships. Whatever ammunition the 


Admiralty had ordered would not be 
ready before June, and they had ordered, 
not nitro-cellulose powder, but cordite, 
as it would have been most objection- 
able, seeing that our ships had to be 
ready to serve in any quarter of the 
world, and for that it was necessary that 
there should be reserves of ammunition, 
if the Admiralty had introduced an en- 
tirely new kind of powder. The use of 
cordite entailed a loss of some eighty 
foot-seconds in initial velocity, but it 
was perfectly suitable for these guns. 
The 7°5 guns were the same essentially 
as the 7°5 guns would be in our new 
ships, and the ammunition would be 
interchangeable. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES understood, 
then, that they had had to alter their 
cordite. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that was not 
so. If they used the very best sized 
cordite they would obtain the same 
velocity as by using nitro-cellulose, but 
by using a size of cordite which was not 
entirely suitable they only lost about 
ninety foot seconds of velocity, and they 
could use the pattern which they al- 
ready had in stock. 


With regard to contract work, on the 
point raised by the hon. Member for 
Devonport, he would remind the Com- 
mittee that the estimates made in the 
dockyards were made after opening up 
the ship, whereas the estimates made by 
contractors were made before the ships 
could be opened up. Anybody who had 
had anything to do with the repair or 
construction of ships would agree that an 
estimate of the repairs necessary to a 
great battleship made before 
machinery and boilers had been opened 
up could be only a matter of guess- 


work. The Admiralty, therefore, 
acknowledged that estimates made 
beforehand for work in contractors’ 


yards could not be absolutely reliable. 
Consequently they had taken other 
measures to secure economy, and they 
were perfectly satisfied that extra cost 


was not involved to any appreciable | 
amount, if at all, as compared with the | 
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work done in the dockyards. The extra 
cost was due to the fact that when the 
ships were opened up, the amount of 
repairs estimated turned out in many 
cases to be considerably under the mark, 
and much more work had had to be done. 
Another reason was much more satisfac- 
tory. For several years the amount of 
work for which money had been pro- 
vided had not been completed during 
the financial year, and the money thus 
saved was available under the present 
system of accounts for unforeseen ex- 
penditure in other directions. It was 
satisfactory to note that this year the 
work in the dockyards and by the con- 
tractors had been fully up to the re- 
quirements laid down for the twelve 
months. and their capacity of output 
appeared fully to meet the requirements 
of the Navy. That was a satisfactory 
state of affairs, but it had this result— 
that money with which in former years 
they had been able to meet unforeseen 
expenditure had not been forthcoming 
this year, and hence they were obliged 
to bring in a Supplementary Estimate. 


*Sir EDWARD REED (Cardiff) 
said as he had been responsible for 
these Chilian ships from their initiation 
he should like to say a few words about 
their purchase. When the Chilian Gov- 
ernment made their treaty with Argentina 
they naturally proceeded at once to 
endeavour to sell the ships, and they 
applied in the first place to the British 
Admiralty. Theships had then been only 
recently commenced. He knew that it was 
the idlest possible thing to attempt to sell 
ships, just commenced, to the British Gov- 


‘ernment because, were the Admiralty to 


fall in with such proposals, the House of 
Commons would naturally say, “If you 
wanted the ships why did you not put 
them into your own programme? Why 
do you wish to buy from other people 


menced ?”’ In making that refusal the 
Admiralty had to givea reason, and they 
stated that the ships were not suitable for 
That remark caused 
him no anxiety, because he knew there 


Were reasons which were perfectly valid 


why the ships should not be suitable for 
the British Navy at that time. They had 
a very special armament. They were 
equipped with 74-inch guns, and they 
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were supplied with Yarrow boilers. | 
The Admiralty had, however, since made 
use of such guns and boilers, so that the 
old objection no longer existed. With 
regard to the point that had been raised 
as to the use of cordite in the guns of 
these ships, he could say that they 
were perfectly suited for the use of cordite 
powder ; in fact, all the gun trials had 
been carried out with cordite. As to 
the quality of these ships, in the first 
place, they were the fastest battleships we 
had, ‘and, in the second place, they had 
an armament of so much power that, if it 
was valued in the correct manner, they 
had actually greater gun power than any 
other battleship in our Navy. The Ad- 
miralty had for many years past been in 
the habit, in calculating th broadside 
power of their ships, of putting the four 
guns in the two turrets on one broadside. 
Although it was perfectly true that a ship 
could in certain cases use both her turrets 
on the same side, it was obviously most 
misleading to calculate as part of the broad- 
side the whole of the guns in the turrets. 
Surely the most proper and scientific way 
was to place one-half of the guns on one 
side of the ship and one-half on the other. 
Taking the muzzle energy of the guns of 
these ships, ascertained by multiplying 
the weight of the shot by the velocity 
with which it left the gun, he found that 
the figure which expressed the striking 
force of these ships on each broadside 
was 138,960, while the figure which 
expressed the striking force of the * King 
Edward VII,”—a ship of 16,350 tons, while 
these ships were under 12,000 tons— 
came out at 138,700. The figure in the 
case of the “ Duncan” was 104,000, and in 
the case of the “ Canopus ” 88,000. There- 
fore, the House might rest quite satisfied as 
to the fighting capabilities of these ships. 
As to the price of the ships, the price 
at which alone he could obtain them 
from the builders, under the keenest 
competition, was a very high price, 
for the reason that they were to be 
finished in eighteen months. It had 
been said that no reduction in price 
was obtainable when the proposal 
to sell was first made. That was so true 
that not four months ago the Chilian 
Minister assured him that he had not 
obtained permission from his Government 
to sell the ships for anything less than the 
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price at which they were being construc- 


ted, and the change in their position was 


brought about quite recently. What- 
ever might be said or thought of the price, 
there was the satisfaction of knowing 
that these ships would be economical in 
the working, because instead of having 
to drive ships of 16,000 or 15,000 tons 
through the sea at high speed, it would 
only be necessary to drive ships of less than 
12,000 tons. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Portsmouth) 
said the hon. Member for West Islington 
had stated that these ships were “ black 
sheep,” and therefore unfit to take their 
places in the British Navy. 


Mr. LOUGH: Black sheep are often 


very good. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS said that was 
not the impression given by the hon. Mem- 
ber’s remarks. The Committee should 
bear in mind the principle on which their 
ships of the Navy were built. So many of 
the different classes were laid down in 
order to make a homogeneous whole. 
Therefore if two extra ships of a particular 
class were introduced they were in that 
sense unsuitable, as they could not form 
part of the general scheme. 


Sir EDWARD REED: If the ships 
steam alike, turn alike, and fight alike, 
what is the object of calling them “ black 
sheep ” ? 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS contended 
that as these ships were not designed on 
the same lines they could not be regarded 
as belonging to the same class as other 
ships. In reply to the hon. Member 
for West Islington, who had suggested that 
the ships were unnecessary, and that their 
purchase was a waste of public money, he 
would put as an analogy the defects which 
existed in our military organisation in 
1898, and which would never have been 
discovered but for the war. Surely in 
time of peace they should prepare for any 
emergency that might arise. The hon. 
Member for Devonport seemed to suggest 
that there was no emergency for the 
purchase. He envied the hon. Member 
the serene atmosphere in which he 


lived, or else he admired the confidence 
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shown by him that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment would avoid every conceivable con- 
tingency which might arise in the future. 
He was rather curious to know what the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Forest of Dean would say when he 
knew that another ship had been dropped 
out of the naval programme. He con- 
fessed that he learned with some appre- 
hension that this very valuable addition to 
our Navy was to receive a set off by the 
fact that other battleships were to be 
dropped.*#He wished to know on what 
principle His Majesty’s ships were fitted 
with electricity. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said it was not in 
order to discuss that matter. There 
was no Vote for that in the Supplementary 
Estimates. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS desired to 
know what were intended to be the duties 
of the Fleet Reserve as compared with the 
dockyard labourers. 


*THe CHAIRMAN said this was also a 
matter which it would mot be in order to 
discuss at present. 


*Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) said he 
was sure the House must be satisfied 
with much of the information as to the 
battleships purchased last year. They 
were powerful vessels, well designed, and 
it was obvious that they were cheap. Up 
to the present they had not been told 
when they would be delivered. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: I said the vessels 
would be ready in a month but that their 
ammunition would not be ready until 
June. 


*Mr. RUNCIMAN said that made the 
purchase all the more satisfactory. But 
the hon. Gentleman did not justify the 
purchase by stating that the Admiralty 
were still working up to the two-Power 
standard. Last year it was made evident 
on the Estimates that the Admiralty were 
working on the two-Power standard in 
battleships, and three-Power standard in 
cruisers. He trusted that the hon. 
Gentleman, when the Estimates were 
introduced, would not attempt to persuade 
the House that the Admiralty were work- 
ing on a two-Power standard. Of course 


Mr. Reginald Lueas. 


{COMMONS} 








Estimates, 1903-4. 768 


they were anxious to know what the effect 
of this purchase would be on the new pro- 
gramme, and he thought they might take 
by the forecast which had been given that 
the Admiralty would save to the extent of 
a second instalment on these vessels by 
dropping one battleship out of the pro- 
gramme. He took it, therefore, that they 
counted on two battleships next year at a 
somewhat later date and that they would 
be able to diminish the Construction Vote 
by £1,200,000. If that were so, the Com- 
mittee, he knew, would view the Vote wit), 
great satisfaction. On the Supplemen- 
tary Votes now before the Committee the 
increase had been enormous. ‘The pre- 
cedent set that day by bringing in the Sup- 
plementary Estimates for the Navy was 
singularly bad. The wages for men had 
gone up by £29,000. That meant a large 
increase in this Vote for 1903-4 over 
1902-3, while the total increase over last 
year on the next item was as much as 
£75,000. When they came to contract 
work they had a more serious item. Re- 
pairs and alterations on ships by contracts 
was for 1902-5 only £175,000, but they 
found the revised Estimate of the year 
came to nearly £1,000,000. That was an 
enormous increase which had only been 
partially explained by the Secretary. No 
doubt a very large amount of this was due 
to the fact that the repairs that used to be 
done in the dockyards were now let out 
to private contractors, and also because 
the Admiralty had had to replace many 
internal fittings and boilers, provide new 
engines, and to alter to some extent the 
armaments. There was scarcely a de- 
partment in which they had not had to 
make renewals in the case of vessels 
which were new only a few years ago. 
He asked to what extent re-boilering had 
gone. They had heard that the Yarrow 
boilers formed one of the stumbling 
blocks of the Admiralty in connection 
particularly with the last two purchases. 
The Committee wished to know how far 
the Admiralty had changed their opinion 
about the Yarrow and the Belleville 
boilers, also how much of the sum ex- 
pended on repairs went in re-tubing, 
how much in altering engines. It had 
been stated that one reason for the in- 
crease in the cost of repairs was that the 
vessels came back from long voyages 
and that, therefore, they unexpectedly 


required more repairs than could 





a oe _— - 


inj 
wl 


es 
en 
an 
ac 
tu 
Ort 
ing 





768 


tect 
oT0- 
ake 
hat 
t of 
by 
oTO- 
hey 
at a 
yuld 
ote 
om- 
vith 
1en- 
the 
pre- 
Up- 
was 
had 
arge 
yver 
last 
1 as 
ract 
Re- 
acts 
they 
year 
san 
yeen 
No 
due 
0 be 
out 
use 
any 
new 
the 
de- 
1 to 
ssels 
ago. 
had 
TOW 
ling 
tion 
uses. 
- far 
nion 
ville 
ex: 
ing, 
had 
» in- 
the 
ages 
edly 
ould 





a 





769 Navy (Supplementary) 
have been anticipated. But vessels 
had been coming back from long 


ovyages ever since the Admiralty were 
created. If the truth were known, it 
would be found that a very large amount 
of the increase was due to the fact that 
the Admiralty had been placing the re- 
pairs to be done in private dockyards on 
the “ time and material” basis. Private 
dockyards had been given not an abso- 
lutely but a comparatively free hand, and 
they had been allowed to add a per- 
centage on the turnover. If adopted 
indiscriminately that was a_ thorough- 
ly unsound and unbusinesslike pro- 
ceeding. It had been stated it 
was impossible to contract for repairs. 
Anyone who knew much about vessels 
knew that was only comparatively true. 
There was a large amount of renewals that 
could be contracted for, and there was no 
reason why a better system should be 
adopted than that of giving a percentage 
onthe costs ofall repairs. It was a system 
that must#lead to increased charges. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer said 
quicker work was done by private dock- 
yards. Of course quicker work was done, 
because the owner of a private dockyard, 
who was paid a ‘Apercentage on 
the turnover, would be’a fool if he did 
not turn out the work quickly. He 
would urge upon the Secretary of the 
Admiralty that they should be cautious 
at the present time and that they should 
not hasten any of their new schemes or 
rush into the adoption of new methods, 
new materials, new guns, and new boilers, 
until they had considered the experience 
of the present war in the Far East. By 
doing so they might be able to reduce 
the Estimates without reducing the effici- 
ency of the Fleet in succeeding years. 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) said these Estimates were, with 
one exception, the largest produced dur- 
ing the last twenty years,and ought on that 
account to be fully considered by everyone 
who was anxious to promote economy. 
Supplementary Estimates in their 
essence were estimates that tended to 
encourage extravagant expenditure, 
and they did not give the House that 
accurate and strict control over expendi- 
ture which they had when criticising the 
ordinary Estimates of the year. Dur- 


ing time of war it might be excusable, 
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but in time of peace it was inexcusable 
that there should be higher Supplemen- 
tary Estimates than on previous records. 
When he sat on the Committee on 
National Expenditure, Supplementary 
Estimates received a great deal of at- 
tention, and it was felt by that Com- 
mittee, and embodied in their Report, that 
it was necessary that these Supplementary 
Estimates should undergo a good deal of 
criticism before they were presented to 
the House. It would bea great advan- 
tage in discussing Votes like those before 
the Committee during the past two days 
if they had some statement by a Com- 
mittee of the House with reference to 
the cause of excessive extra expendi- 
ture. A precedent established the previ- 
ous day by the right hon. Gentlemen the 
Secretary for War, in making a general 
statement when laying the Supplementary 
Estimates before the Committee, was one 
he should like to see extended in some 
form, e.g. by a Report from the Public 
Accounts Committee or some other 
similar Committee, which had considered 
and enquired into the Estimates before 
their presentation to the House. 
if that were done, and it ought 
to be done, it would make for efficiency 
and economy There were certain pro- 
ceeds from sales of old stores on which 
the Estimates had been reduced. These 
sales had brought £38,000 more than esti- 
mated, and thatsum had been brought in 
to reduce these Estimates. He was afraid 
that sometimes in the sale of these stores 
the Government did not get value for their 
money, although that did not happen pro- 
bablvy so often in the Navy asin the Army. 
In the purchase of the Chilian battleships, 
he thought they had got value for their 
money. ‘There was, however, a tendency 
to lose public money by over-haste or 
carelessness in looking after public pro- 
perty. A remarkable instance of that 
occurred last autumn under his own 
personal observation. When the Channel 
Fleet was at St. Andrews, in September 
last, an unfortunate accident happened 
which resulted in the loss of a steain 
launch. On 19th September it ran 
ashore on the rocks, in a position in 


.which the crew had little or no difficulty 


inlanding. That launch was an admirable 

little vessel, some thirty or forty feet 

long, and must have cost some thousands 

of pounds. The Fleet sailed the very 
2 C 





771 Navy (Supplementary) 
same day although the ‘“Sutlej ” was left 
in the bay to look after her launch. He 
was told that some engines were removed | 
from the launch, but when he saw her 

the next day, almcst high and dry, there | 
was scarcely any damage done to the hull. | 
The British Fleet sailed away and left | 
the ship and her crew, who failed to move | 
her off the rocks and so save her for the | 
nation. He was told that the launch | 
was sold for £110. The purchaser | 
patched her up in a ‘ew days, and 
found no difficulty in getting her off the 
rocks on 3rd October, and taking her | 
into St. Andrews harbour, where she was | 
sold, according to his information, 
for £800, although she ccst prebably 
some thousands. He thought it was | 
something approaching a scandal that a | 
launch like that should have been lost ona 

friendly coast and no sustained attempt | 
made tosave her. A fisherman told him | 
that if it had been one of their own fishing 

boats they would have had her off the 

rocks practically without any damage. 

It was not creditable to the Fleet, and 

indicated a slackness on the part of the | 
naval officers and the handy-men of the 

Navy. The hon. Gentleman should, not 

only in the interests of the public purse, 

but of the reputation of the Navy, make 

a thorough inquiry into this discreditable 

incident so that such an occurrence should | 
not happen again. 





Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he thought | 
the right hon. Gentleman had been some- 
what hard on the men connected with the 
steam launch. It was quite impossible 
to judge ofa case like that unless they had 
the full facts before them as to weather, 
etc. He admitted that the naval sailor 
was not a very gocd beach-man, but he | 
could not believe that some effort had not | 
been made to save a steam launch of that | 
sort. The hon. Member opposite had | 
commented on the system by which the 
Admiralty got their repairs done by 
contract. The Admiralty had always | 
been most unfortunate in regard to their | 
contracts; and the reason was that the | 
Admiralty never knew its own mind. | 
When they made a contract for a ship or | 
repairs, before these were completed the | 
Admiralty made some alteration in the | 
plans. That was the reason why they | 
had never been able to obtain penalties 


Sir Walter Foster. 
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for non-fulfilment of contracts. Asa 
matter of fact the Admiralty had given 
up any idea of recovering any penalties 
for anything except—— ; 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man is wandering outside the Vote. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that his 
remarks might come under repairs but he 
would not pursue the subject. A great 


deal had been said about the purchase of 
| the Chilian battleships. 


It was now put 
forward that there was some gain in the 
price for which they had been purchased, 


| and not because they were not suitable. 


His own belief was that they were not 
purchased last year because the then 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would not 
agree to the deal; and that now the 
question of unsuitability had been given 
up. What was the price at which these 
ships were offered to the British Govern- 
ment by the Chilian Government in 
March last ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that the Govern- 
ment never had any offer at that time 
lower than the price at which the ships had 
been built. The hon. Member for Cardiff 
had stated of his own knowledge that the 
Chilian Government had not authorised 
the sale for anything less than the con- 
tract price. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that, as he 
understood, the agents of the Chilian 
Government bought the ships themselves 


| for Chili, and then re-sold them to our 
| Government : with the result that we had 
| got them for practically £400,000 less than 


we could have done last year. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said that his 
hon. friend had asked whether the large 
amount required in the Supplementary 
Estimates for repairs was due to the 
system under which the Admiralty was 
working. Any business man knew that 
the system which really existed was likely 
to lead to a great deal of expenditure in 
the nature of waste. He understood the 
hon. Gentleman to say that, at any 
rate, some of the repair work was being 
done on terms of 5 or 10 per cent. being 
paid to private dockyards on their time 
and materials. It was within his know- 
ledge that a number of these yards 
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were working both night and day on this 
work. He imagined that all these highly- 
skilled work men had to be paid double 
time for night work, and that would be a 
very substantial increase on the cost of 
day work. Were these private firms 
sending in sheets of overtime, and, if so, 
were they being accepted by the Admir- 
alty ? He would also ask with reference 
to repairs to the boilers on these ships. 
The House and the Committee had ex- 
perienced a great loss by the death of Sir 
William Allan, who was so great an expert 
on these matters, and it would be a great 
misfortune if they had no one in the House 
to take the place of that gentleman, and 
question the Government on this matter. 
The chief part of the discussion that after- 
noon had reference to the purchase of the 
two Chilian warships. Personally, he 
was pleased to hear that the purchase 
would go in the reduction of their future 
shipbuilding programme, and in that 
sense it would not be an additional ex- 
pense on the national finances. They felt 
that the Government, as a whole, did not 
appear to realise that after all there was a 
greater thing to consider than the naval 
superiority and the military superiority, 
and that was the financial superiority of 
the country. If it ever came to a trial 
between this nation and other nations the 
crucial point would arise on the financial 
question. We could not go on with the 
national expenditure as it was now in 
times of peace and yet secure the reserve 
that we should require if a crisis arose. 
He was especially glad to have the assur- 
ance from the Secretary to the Admiralty 
that the Government had declared their 
intention that the purchase of these ships 
would not be considered an additional 
burden to the Exchequer and the tax- 
payers. 


Coronet DENNY (Kilmarnock 
Burghs) said the question of ship re- 
pairs was a most difficult thing to deal 
with. When the Admiralty sent a ship 
toa private yard for repairs, if the ship- 
builder knew what was best he took care 
to quote a price sufficient to cover any 
extra details that might arise. In deal- 
ing with a shipbuilder the Admiralty 
must put themselves entirely in his 
hands, contented themselves with 
checking the details of the work by means 
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of overseers, and let the shipbuilder ren- 
der his bill for materials and wages and 
take a commission. From his own ex- 
perience as a member of a shipbuilding 
firm they never executed repairs on any 
other system. The Admiralty officials 
could tell what the cost of repairs would 
be by comparing them to somewhat 
similar repairs executed at the Royal 
Dockyards. If they were dealing with 
men they could trust they might leave 
themselves in the hands of those men 
and they would never have any reason 
to complain. Personally he never did 
any work for the Admiralty for the 
reason that if he did he would render 
himself liable to a penalty of £500 for 
every division in which he took part. In 
conclusion he was convinced that as- 
suming the work to be given out was 
handed to a man who could be trusted, 
it was the best thing for the Admiralty. 


*Strr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said the net re- 
sult of a long debate seemed to have 
been that the whole Committee had 
come either to regard with approval, or 
at all events with resignation, the pur- 
chase of these two Chilian warships. 
Even those who did not approve of the 
purchase were quite inclined to be 
friendly with it because it caused 
the recent Hertfordshire election. In 
taking Naval Estimates they were unable 
to discuss other expenditure. Last year 
in the course of their Naval, Military, and 
Budget debates they found it impossible 
to separate the consideration of military 
and naval expenditure. They would not 
be in order that day if they referred to a 
pledge given by the Government to re- 
duce their military expenditure because 
of the increased cost of the Navy, but he 
trusted that the pledge would not be 
departed from in the current year. He 
agreed with the hon. Member for Halifax 
(Mr. Whitley) that there was a large and 
a very rapidly increasing item in the 
original estimate for repairs, which he 
could not but help thinking was due to 
the extraordinarily large number of 
breakdowns in the cruisers. He had 
never been inclined to fall in with the 
attacks on the water-tube boilers, be- 
cause all other Navies, and especially 


those advanced in ‘scientific views, were 
more and more adopting that class of 
2C2 
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boiler, and were using an older type even | 


than that we had rejected. In his view 
the root of the whole question was to be 
found in the training of the stokers and 
engineers. He desired to know how 
far breakdowns were responsible for 
this very large increase in the cost of 
repairs, 


Mr. PRETYMAN said in answer to 
the right hon. Baronet’s Question he must 
freely admit that a large portion of the 
cost was due to repairs to the machinery 
and boilers of cruisers. Two of the 
largest items were in respect of the re- 
newal of machinery and Belleville boilers 
and of the rather heavy expenditure in- 
curred in fitting up certain old vessels 
for auxiliary purposes. The amount of 
work in those cases was much more than 
was anticipated. Experiments on Belle- 
ville boilers had been entered upon on 
too large a scale, and it was the fact that 
trouble was caused by the placing of the 
new machinery in the hands of men who 
had not been thoroughly instructed in 
the matter. It had to be remembered, 
however, that the very large increase in 
the cost of repairs in this particular year 
did not involve a permanent increase. 
This was a special occasion, and he hoped, 
when they came to the discussion of Vote 
8. to be able to satisfy the Committee 
that the number of ships to be sent for 
repair next year would be very largely 
reduced. In fact, they were only going 
to send four ships to"be repaired in the 
course of the next financial year. With 
regard to the point raised by the hon. 
Member for Dewsbury he _ thought 
the hon. Gentleman had a little 
misrepresented the object of sending 
Admiralty repair work to contractors. 
It was said the work would be more 
quickly done, but that simply meant that 
when there was a large amount of work 
to be done it could be effected more 
quickly if a part of it were sent to private 
yards than if the whole was kept for the 
dockyards. The advantages of the con- 
tract system were that the Admiralty 
only paid for the work actually done, and 
actually necessary, and they got it done 
in the most reasonable time. The dis- 
advantage was that they were obliged by 
the nature of the work to give it out 


without having a specific lump sum: 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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estimate at the time the contract wis 


given out. In order to meet that dis. 
advantage, a system of percentages was 
introduced. There was a charge for 
material and labour, all the work being 
under the close supervision of the Admir- 
alty inspector; no work was undertaken 
unless with the authority of the Admir- 
alty inspector, who also supervised the 
amount of labour and materials put into 
any contract. There was not any question 
of overtime. The Admiralty paid the 
usual rate of wages. The Admiralty 
paid for no extra time whatever. On 
the work done there was a  ercentage 
of about 10 per cent. on m terials, and 
about 35 per cent. on direct wages, 
Those percentages included profit, but 
they also covered indirect charges, such 
as the use of machinery, drawing of plans, 
etc. That was a business arrangement 
not peculiar to the Admiralty. It was 
entered into by the Oceanic Steam Navi- 
gation Company, the White Star Line, the 
Hamburg Am:rican Company, the Union 
Castle Line, and many others. They 
were not firms likely to throw their money 
away. The Admiralty, as the result of 
the experiment they had made, had sue- 
ceeded in introducing the competitive 
element. Having arrived at a basis of 
percentage by experience, they had placed 
two large ships out to be repaired, after 
inviting different firms to tender on the 
basis of percentages upon actual labour 
and materials. They were taking a further 
precaution, and that was, after the work 
was completed, to have a careful estimate 
made by the officers of the dockyardsas to 
what it would have cost had it been done 
in the dockyard instead of in a private 
yard. With reference to the remarks of 
the hon. Member for the Ilkeston 
division of Derbyshire his hon. friend 
had been kind enough to allow him 
to postpone his answer, as he had 
only recently had notice of the matter. 
He did not think the incident referred 
to showed the British Navy to be in a 
decadent state, 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said there was not an 
exact parallel between private shipowners 
and the Admiralty, because there was 
often a close relation between the firms in 
question and the repairing firms, whereas 
no such relation existed between the 
Admiralty and their contractors. He 
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asked whether the Admiralty paid for 
night work in a private yard when work 
was going on night and day. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: Certainly, if the 
work is required to be done by night, but 
no night work has been required. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said night work had 
been carried on in private yards. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said he was not 
aware of the fact. 


Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, E.) said he could 
not see that there was any difference 
between the relations of private ship- 
owners and the repairing firms and those 
of the Admiralty and their contractors, 
when all parties worked under a similar 
system. The arrangement made by the 
Admiralty forthe repair of their ships in 
private yards was such as his firm had 
adopted for many years in the case of 
large shipowners, and he failed to see why 
the Admiralty should not be satisfied 
with the system. His firm had built and 
repaired ships on this principle for more 
than twenty years. The hon. Member 
had asked whether the Admiralty paid for 
night work. Of course the wages bill of 
the contractor would include extra pay 
for overtime. He believed the arrange- 
ment had worked very satisfactorily. It 
was clear that until a ship was opened out 
for repairs or alteration they could never 
tell exactly what was wanted, and any 
shipbuilder asked to send in a price under 
such circumstances would be likely to put 
his estimate in excess of the work which 
would have to be done. He hoped the 
Admiralty would continue this arrange- 
ment, not only in repairing but building 
ships. 


*Mr. CREAN (Cork, S.E.) said that 
although Ireland was called upon to pay a 
share of the cost of our Navy he found 
that when work had to be executed Ire- 
land was generally ignored. A short time 
ago he received a communication from a 
number of workmen who had been thrown 
out owing to work in one of the Irish 
dockyards having been stopped, and 
although he had written to the Admiralty 
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on the subject he had received no reply. 
He thought that when the amount spent 
on repairs had been increased it was not 
unfair that the taxpayers of Ireland 
should get some of it back in the shape of 
wages. 


*THe CHAIRMAN pointed out that the 
complaint that none of the money was 
spent in Ireland could not be made on this 
Supplementary Estimate, and that the 


‘hon. Member must wait until the Naval 


Estimates came on if he desired to enter 
into that. 


*Mr. CREAN said in that case he 
would not pursue the matter further. 
He agreed that the contract work could 
not be better done than in the way the 
Admiralty didit. The system of having a 
tender on scheduled prices was the best 
way in which the work could bedone. He 
could not now go into the details as to 
where the work was done, but at the 
same time he hoped on another occasion 
he would receive more courtesy and atten- 
tion from the Admiralty than he received 
on the laston which hehad to approach 
them. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said he was ex- 
tremely sorry that the hon. Gentleman 
had not received any reply to the letter 
he had sent, and if the hon. Member would 
send another letter to him personally 
it should have his attention. It was the 
desire of the Admiralty to give work to 
the Irish yards, and the hon. Member 
would see, when the Estimates came be- 
fore the House, that that question had 
not been forgotten. 


Vote agreed to. 


Resolution to be reported. 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 


1903 --4. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That a Supplementary sum, not exceed- 
ing £2,700,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment durin« the yearending 
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on the 3lst day of March, 1904, for Addi- 
tional Expenditure, in respect of the 
following Army Services, viz. :— 


Army (Supplementary) 


£ 
Vote 1. Pay, &c. of the Army 2,000,000 
Vote 6. Transport and 
Remounts - - - 2,100,000 
Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, and 
other Supplies- - - 2,030,000 


Total - - £6,130,000 | 
{xcess Appropriations in Aid 
(Votes 1, 6, 7, 9, and 10) 3,430,000 | 


£2,700,000” 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, | 
E.) drew attention to the difference 
in the form in which this Vote was pre- 


sented to the House from that of the) 


Vote which had just preceded it. He 


pointed out that in the Supplementary | 


\ote for the Navy, it first of all gave the 
amount of the Supplementary Estimate, 
and immediately underneath that was 
the amount of the whole Estimate re- 
quired. This, he pointed out, was an 


infinite convenience to hon. Members | 


who desired to criticise these Estimates, 
and he trusted that on a future occasion, 


which he hoped would never occur, | 


when the War Office required to present | 
a Supplementary Estimate, they would | 
present it in the form adopted by the | 
Admiralty. The sum asked for by this | 
Vote was £150,000 for the Imperial Yeo- | 
manry. The Financial Secretary had 
stated that he had put down a certain | 
sum on the Paper as the total sum. 
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Estimates would be all that was required, 
He thought it would greatly lighten the 
task of the War Office if they presented 
all that was required in one Estimate. 
He complained that a good deal of the 
difficulty which arose over the Yeomanry 
accounts was due to the fact that 35,000 
men were sent to South Africa with an 
insufficient number of paymasters to 
| keep their accounts for them, there being 
only two to keep the whole of the accounts 
of the Yeomanry. These Yeomanry were 
| enlisted for a term of service of either a 
- | year or for the whole period of the war. 
Some were enlisted in the winter of 1902. 
| There could be no pretext for putting 
‘forward this account that there were 
‘still existing in the service any relics of 
an organised Imperial Yeomanry (orps, 
'and it must be that these accounts had 
not yet been disentangled from the mass 
| of documents at the War Office. If the 
matter stopped there, he should not say 
anything further, but out of the total 
number of Yeomanry a very considerable 
portion—not less than 2,000 or 3,000— 
| never left these shores at all. Some of 
| them were enlisted in the London dis- 
trict, but they never went out of the 
‘country. One thousand of them the 
|moment they got to South Africa were 
shipped back again. Consequently they 
‘had been paying 5s. a day for some 
| 2,500 men who never took part in the 
war. They were all fitted out in the 
most costly manner and remained at 
Aldershot some time and were after- 
wards disbanded. Some of the methods 
| adopted as shown in the Blue-book were 
| worth mentioning. Some of _ the 





He (Mr. Hobhouse) had put a reduction | Yeomanry were enlisted by the hall 
on the Paper as a protest against | porter at the War Office. Others 
the principle adopted in theSupplemen- | obtained forms from the same _ hall 
tary Vote. The amount asked for the | porter, filled them up, and in return 





Imperial Yeomanry in the year 1902 was 
£1,350,000,and the year1902-3 £1,300,000. 
Then a Supplementary Vote for £750,000 | 
was asked for, and in 1903-4 a sum of 
£10,000 was put down, and now the hon. 
Gentleman came and asked for a Sup- 
plementary Vote for £150,000. The total 
sum asked for in the whole period on 
the Estimates was £3,750,000, of which 
33 per cent. was taken upon Supple- 
mentary Votes. That disclosed a very 
undesirable state of things, because in 
future they would not be sure that the 
amounts presented to the House in the 


were given commissions. All this was 
| proved by the evidence in the Blue- 
| book, and it did not reflect credit upon 
the War Office. This was all given in 
the evidence of Major Knight in answer 
to question No. 7170. In the case of 
one man who was enlisted the only thing 
he could do was to play the piano and he 
refused to get on a horse at all. Several 
officers arrived drunk without their 
drafts, and 184 officers were sent off 
out of 530. 
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*Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 

WAR (Mr. ArNoLp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.) asked if it were relevant on this 
Vote to discuss the whole of the 
organisation in regard to the war. 


*Tae CHAIRMAN: I was going to ask 
the hon. Member if he maintained that 
the pay of these individuals came on the 
Vote; otherwise his observations would 
not be relevant. >" 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said fit 
was impossible for him to say {whether 
the pay of a particular officer was included 
in this Vot2 or not. 


*Taz CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
ought not therefore to refer to particular 
instances, 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 
there was £159,099 in the Vot> for the 
pay of the ‘Imperial Yeomanry, and it 


was impossible for a person in the House | 
to say to what individual items it re- | 
All they knew was that it re- | 


ferred. 
ferred to the Imperial Yeomanry. 


*Tae CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
cannot refer to individual cases. HH? is 
entitled to comment upon the money 
spent and the rate of pay, but he is not 
entitled to bring in individual cases. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he | 


should not have done so only he was 


challenged by ‘the right hon. Gentleman | 


opposite. A great deal of the confusion 
of the accounts was consequent upon 


snding out “the Yeomanry in a very | 
One squadron was | 
put upon one ship, and another on | 
another ship, and upon arrival in South | 
Africa they never saw each other until | 


haphazard manner. 


they came home. If troops were sent 
out in this higgledy-piggledy fashion there 
must be confusion in the accounts. 
sequently delay in paying the men who 
had earned ‘the money ensued, and the 
financial control of the War Office was | 
reduced to a farce, and gave no satis- | 
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| Yeomanry (South Africa), be reduced by 
| £109.”—( Mr. Charles Hohbhouse.) 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said that yesterday 
on a former Vote the excuse was made 
that the accounts could not be got in 
because of negotiations with the Colonies, 
and certain claims were made which took 
time to decide. There was, however, 
nothing of the kind in this case, because 
the men had been home for eighteen 
months. He knew one great difficulty 
was that there were no paymasters, and 
the accounts might have gone in to the 
| wrong person, but that was entirely the 
| fault of the War Office. As far as these 
| men were concerned it appeared that all 
| their accounts must have been in about 
| eighteen months ago. It was said that 
| the officers did not send in the accounts 
| properly, but that again was the fault of 
ithe War Office, because they sent out 
officers before they had learned any of 
theirduties. Naturally, there was a great 
deal of confusion in consequence. He 
thought they ought to protest against 
| such gross negligence. This was not the 
| original wiping out, but the second 
| wiping out and finishing off of the busi- 

ness. They wished to know if this merely 
round sum, which was not the actual 
amount required, would finish off these 
/payments. He could not understand 
‘how the War Office could now have 
/accounts coming in from persons who 
ought to have c2ased to draw pay more 
| than twelve months ago. This was the 
kind of accounts which the War Office 
'were very fond of putting in without 
explanation, and which they could not 
fathom, and it was apparently for the 
second batch of Yeomanry. It was the 
second batch which was so inefficient. 4 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
jis not entitled to go into that. I have 
already given my ruling upon this point. 





Con- | 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
that some of these cases would naturally 
come into this Vote, and unless they could 


| get some assurance as to who this Vote 





faction to anybody concerned. He moved | @pplied to, th> natural assumption was 
a reduction of the Vote by £199. |that it applied to the last batch. He 
; -hoped this was the last they would 

Motion made, and Question proposed, | hear of the Imperial Yeomanry in South 
“That Item, Vote 1, Sub-head F ((), | Africa, and that the question oftheir pay 
Pay,, &e. of the Corps of Imperial would not be brought up year after year. 
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*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said they had 
had no opportunity until to-day of point- 
ing out how misleading were the accounts 
presented to them, during the war, on 
many of the matters in connection with 
the Imperial Yeomanry. This had been 
amply proved by the witnesses Lefore the 
Commission. The whole confusion in 
these accounts was explained by the facts 
set forth in the evidence of Lord Chesham 
and others before the Commission. All 
this money had been paid long ago. There 
had been no case of money recently paid 
for the Yeomanry. As far as he could 
make out, this large sum left over was 
an imaginary account, a sort of banking 
account for money which had _ been 
actually paid out. The confusion and 
delay, in connection with the accounts, 
was much greater than could be accounted 
for by mere delay in the making up of 
regimental accounts for money which 
was paid eighteen months ago. It was 
pointed out in the House, over and over 


again, that the confusion in regard to the ' 


Yeomanry arose because the Government 
had acted in defiance of their own inspec- 
tor, Colonel Lucas. This was shown by 
correspondence which had been acci- 
dentally laid before the House. It was 
a correspondence relating to other 
matters as well, but it showed 
that the whole of the Yeomanry system 
broke down because the Government re- 
fused to send out drafts. The Prime 
Minister in this House and Lord Raglan 
in another place had thrown the whole 


blame for the confusion on the military , 


commanders in the field, but now the 
evidence of those commanders showed 
that Yeomanry were sent out prematurely 
and when they were unfit for service, 
and that they were forced upon them 
against their wish. Then, as regarded 
officering, it was stated at the time that 
a large number of officers had been sent 
home as incompetent. The evidence 
taken before the Commission showed 
that that was correct, and that officers 
were sent home as hopelessly incompetent. 
He would not develop this question, but 
as the present was probably the only 
opportunity they would have of referring 
to it, he wished to point out to the 
Committee that every word which he 
and others had said about the Imperial 
Yeomanry in the field had been justified 


{COMMONS} 
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'to the full by the evidence before the 


Commission. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) 
said the explanation of this charge was 
a very simple one. The money taken 
last year was £2,050,000 and only 
£1,587,000 could be brought into account 
before 3lst March. Obviously in any 
other business except the public service, 
in which the accounts terminated auto- 
matically on 3lst March, it would not 
have been necessary to ask for this Vote. 
With regard to the administration of the 
Yeomanry by the War Office, he made 
no apology whatever for the failure of 
the War Office to employ all the Yeo- 
manry available at the end of the war. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 
that men sent out to Africa were dis- 
banded as useless in the middle of the 
war. 


Mr. BRODRICK said that if the 
hon. Member supposed that it was 
possible for the Secretary for War to 
supervise the training of all the men de- 
manded in such large numbers as they 
were demanded in South Africa, he must 
be under a delusion. Special tests were 
laid down in every case, and the Adjutant- 
General assured him that those tests had 
been applied. If it was true that some of 
the men could not ride or shoot, they must 
have evaded the tests. The only thing a 
Minister could do was to see that the 
tests were imposed which his military 
advisers considered adequate. He ad- 
mitted that the second contingent were 
raised too hastily, and were sent out too 
hastily. The Government claimed credit 


‘for absolute Joni fides in the statement 


made on the authority of those who 
advised them, that the war was coming to 
an end ; and hon. Members who believed 
and frequently stated that that was merely 
an electioneering cry attacked the Govern- 
ment for not sending out drafts to continue 
the war, which the Government thought 
was coming to an end. In 1901 no drafts 
were raised, as arrangements were being 
made for all classes of troops to be sent 
home. Within a fortnight he had to go 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer for 
authority to send out fresh troops, and all 
the mounted men he could lay hands on. 
Shortly afterwards they began to enlist 
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again for the Yeomanry ; and it was in 
answer to the urgent appeals of Lord 
Kitchener that men left this country 
before, in his opinion, they should 
have gone. There was no doubt 
that the men were not sufficiently 
trained, and they gave both Lord 


{23 Fepruary 1904! 
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‘the blame upon Lord Kitchener. But 
_ Lord Kitchener repudiated responsibility. 
| Fuller explanation ought to be given as 
to the real nature of this transaction, 
because it would enable the Committee 
' to understand better War Office finance 
| in the future. 


Roberts and himself considerable anxiety | 


before they were sent out. 
third contingent of Yeomanry were raised 
he asked Lord Roberts to certify that 
every man who left the country was 
properly trained for the purpose for which 


he was required, and he did so; and) 


he had no complaint whatever of that 
contingent. The right hon. Gentleman 
opposite had attacked the quality of the 
officers. When in ordinary years 600 to 


800 officers were commissioned for the | 
Regular forces and that number increased | 
in 1899 to 1,500, in 1900 to 2,500, and |} 
in 1901 to 4,500, did it not stand to | 


reason that when officers had been found 


with the greatest difficulty forthe other | 
forces the choice for the Yeomanry should | 


be much more limited. That had proved 
what he had long felt—the necessity of 
having a very much larger reserve of 
officers than we had had hitherto. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said he was not very clear 
as to this £150,000. When was the 
money paid? He understood from bis 
right hon. friend that it was paid before 
the beginning of the present financial 
year; but if that were so it was very 
extraordinary that it should come up on 
the Supplementary Estimates this year. | 


When the | 


| Tue FINANCIALSECRETARY to THE 
| WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bromiey Daven- 
/port, Cheshire, Macclestield) said 
he thought he could speak with some 
little authority about this matter at 
any rate. The facts were as follo-vs. 
The officer had an account with his men, 
and afterwards an account with the War 
Office which paid upon the lists sent in. He 
admitted that these pay lists were in a 
state of confusion, and he could not say 
absolutely that every single man had been 
paid. It was a fact that it would have 
been very much better for all the officers 
concerned, and possibly for the country, 
if some better provision had been made 
for the proper payment of the men during 
the war. That everybody recognised. 
It must not be forgotten that the first 
contingent of Yeomanry was despatched 
from this country under conditions of 
hurry. He himself happened to be in 
command of the first squadron which 
sailed from Great Britain, and he remem- 
bered perfectly that he was not ready 
‘when they got orders to sail on the 
following Saturday, and he did so sail 
'under protest. The answer to his protest 
was that great pressure had been put on 
the War Office by the authorities in 
South Africa, and there was an earnest 


Or, if the men were not paid before 31st | desire and necessity to get the men to 


March last, he thought it was a gross 
scandal that they should have been kept 
fifteen or eighteen months without their 
money. When theright hon. Gentleman | 
was speaking about the criticism which 
had been made as to the efficiency of the 
new Yeomanry, he wondered whether the 
right hon. Gentleman had read the 
Report of the War Commission. In that 
Report Lord Chesham said that of 1,900 
Yeomanry under his command, 75 per 
cent. had never been on a horse before 
they passed the test, and 25 per cent. 
had ridden very little. They had never 
had an opportunity of discussing this 
matter in the House of Commons; and 
When criticism was made, the right hon. 
Gentleman seemed inclined rather to cast 


| 


the front. It had been asked, why were 


_ not the units followed up with drafts? No 


doubt that would have been better. At 
first drafts were sent out, but they were 
not continued, because the Government 
believed that the war was coming to an 
end. He could assure the hon. Gentle- 
man who laughed, that the Government 
did believe the war was coming to an 
end, and that there were some credulous 
people in South Africa who believed like- 
wise. He himself, however, had doubts 


about it; and asa matter of fact he pressed 
for drafts to fill up his regiment. Tie 
second contingent of Yeomanry was sent 
out. There were some unsuitable men 
| among that body, but there were also a 
large number of 


splendid men. A 
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thousand of that contingent were sent to 


fill up the corps with which he was) 


serving, and he assured the Committee 
that, speaking generally, they were a 
very fine lot of men indeed. They could 
not ride, yet they could shoot ex- 
tremely well, and for pluck, dash, and 
determination they were quite equal to 
the first contingent. They could not 
tide, but they took to riding with extra- 
ordinary aptness. They remained in 
South Africa for many months, and 
rendered magnificent service to the 
Empire. The reason why there had been 
delay in completing these accounts was 
that when they came into the War Office 
they were in confusion. The officers who 
were sent out had, like himself, no 
familiarity with regimental accounts, and 
where they had with them a member of 
the permanent staff, like a sergeant- 
major, the accounts were kept pretty 
straight. But when the sergeant-major 
was wounded, or sick, or was lost to the 
unit, nobody was able to take over the 
pay lists. In the end, therefore, the lists 
came into the War Office in a state of 
confusion, and it was inevitable that a 
long time should be taken to investigate 
them. Special officers of great ability 
and experience had unravelled the 


mystery of these accounts, and the men | 


had been paid, he believed, in all cases. 
There were, however, sums of money due 
as gratuities to officers which had been 
withheld until their accounts had been 
properly audited. He could assure the 
Committee that no further item would 
appear on the Estimates; at any rate it 
would not come up in the form of a 
Supplementary Estimate. He believed 
that this sum of £150,000 was the final 
settlement of the;whole account. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) said 
the speech the hon. Gentleman had just 
delivered, so far as the Yeomanry was 
concerned, was satisfactory, but so far as 
the War Office was concerned it was very 
unsatisfactory. With regard to the delay 
inthe payment of the Yeomanry the hon. 
Gentleman the Financial Secretary had 
said that in all probability those claims 
had all been paid before the 3lst of March 


advanced money for the sake of their 
Mr. Bromley Davenport. 


{COMMONS} 





Estinavates, 1903-4. 788 


men. That made it all the more hard to 
understand the Estimate presented last 
year and that presented to-night. The 
Secretary of State for India had told the 
Committee that on the 3lst of March 
there was £450,000 not paid out of the 
sum voted last year, and had gone on to 
state that if the War Office had been 


any other body than a public department 


they would have held it over and spent 
it next year. But the right hon. 
Gentleman must have known that 
the full satisfaction of these claims 


_was going on very slowly, and he must 


have become aware that they had 
not been able to spend all their money, 
and that there would be many of these 
claims outstanding, but the Estimate of 
the previous year was nothing like the 
£450,000 now stated to be wanted but an 
Estimate of £10,000. Would the right 
hon. Gentleman explain why under those 
circumstances last year they only asked 
for the paltry sum of £10,000 and now 
came to the House with this unaccount- 
able sum of £150,000. 


Sir EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter) 
thought the Committee ought to press 
for something more definite as to 
whether the Yeomanry were or were 
not paid before the 3lst of March. 
He thought the hon. Gentleman was 
in error in stating that. It was 
absurd to suppose that the officers 
advanced money out of their own pockets 
to pay their men. This discussion had 
certainly destroyed whatever impression 
the Committee might have had before as 
to the soundness of the War Office 
finance. The Estimates were mere 
tokens and emblems and represented 
nothing like what was really required. 
The one thing which distinguishe1 Englis) 
finance favourably from that of other 
countries was the fact that the financial 
exercise of one year was kept entirely 
separate from that of the year which 
followed it. If the guiding idea of English 
finance were once lost we should ,lose 
the accuracy of the Budget. 


*Mr.’ARNOLD-FORSTER said hejdid 


, not pretend to be a pastmaster in these 
last. If that wereso, then what had been | 


outstanding since that date had been the | 
payments due to the officers who had | 


matters, but he really did not think the 
matter was so involved as hon. Members 
supposed. These accounts were all 
rendered, but were not rendered at the 
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time. Some were brought into the Army 
accounts for the financial year and the 
others had not been rendered in time for 
that account. 


Sir EDGAR VINCENT: Were these 
sums paid out of the Treasury in the last 
financial year or this financial year ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said there 
was no doubt that they were paid, and 
therefore it was necessary in the coming 
year to cover these payments out of the 
military chest. The hon. Member for 
Perthshire had asked why it was that the 
whole of this account was not estimated 
for at the beginning of the year; that 
was accounted for by a circumstance with 
which the hon. Gentleman was well 
acquainted, namely, that the accounts 
were rendered up to the end of the year; 
but the surrender of the actual balance 
did not take place until the October or 
even the November following, when settle- 
ments were drawn up in the War Office 
for the October of the preceding year. 
When the Estimates were framed it was 
necessary that they should be framed on 
the knowledge possessed by the War Office. 
In the War Office it was believed that 
these claims would have come in and would 
have been passed before the surrender of 
the balances. Owing tothe complication 
of the accounts, however, these amounts 
did not come in for payment at the time 
that the balances were surrendered. In 
all these cases the accounts had been 
passed since the surrender of the balances. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said it appeared to him that there was 
some little uncertainty about this 
matter. It was clear now that this 
£150,000 had been spent in the financial 
year 1902-3, but had not been brought 
into the account of the Appropriation 
Bill for that year. The Committee 
Was now in this strange position, 
they were asked to transfer this 
amount of £150,000 which was ad- 
mittedly spent in the year 1902-3 to 
the expenditure of the year 1903-4. 
With regard to the amount of £900,000 
referred to on the previous evening. 
Last year when they passed the 
Appropriation Account they thought they 
had thereby prevented any Minister 
from appropriating any money to any 
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other purpose than that for which it 
was appropriated. But that it appeared 
was all moonshine. This £150,000 it 
appeared was paid out of the military 
chest, which it seemed to him was an 
immense suspense account to which the 
Government had paid money and thus 
defeated the Appropriation Account. The 
House having passed that Account 
thought they had the Government abso- 
lutely secure against taking money for any 
purpose for which no appropriation had 
been made by that specific act of Par- 
liament, but the Government were in 
such a position that without the 
authority of Parliament they were able 
to find £900,000, pay it away, and then 
three or four years afterwards come to 
this House and ask them to sanction 
that proceeding. Such disclosures as 
this showed that our financial system 
was absolutely defective; that the 
Government had power which Parlia- 
ment never thought they possessed; and 
that it was time for them to put their 
financial house in order. 


Mr BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
he feared the hon. Gentleman was labour- 
ing under some error. The procedure 
was quite common. These men had 
to be paid week by week out of the 
money provided by the officers who de- 
pended on the paymaster to draw it 
from the military chest. It could not 
possibly come into the account until the 
end of the financial year. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked if this 
£150,000 was paid by the Treasury into 
the military chest in 1902-3 was it not 
treated as expenditure by the Treasury in 
that year. 


Sir EDGAR VINCENT said unless 
it was regarded as expenditure by the 
Treasury it was impossible to work from 
account to account. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey) said it seemed to 
him that the whole of the financial 
affairs of the War Office were in a 
fashion muddled up. Money was laid 
out under the exigencies of the moment 
and they had to discover afterwards 
where it was to come from. Then they 
were told that in the pressure of events 
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to the war who could not ride. 
disclosed a state of affairs which if it 
occurred in a commercial undertaking 
would bring it to a state of bankruptcy 
within twelve months. In the re- 
organisation of the War Office the 
Secretary for War and the Financial 
Secretary should turn their attention 
first of all to its financial affairs. In 
all businesses the whole amendment 
depended on the finance and if the 
finances of the War Office were in an 
orderly state then there would be a 
good result, but if they were not there 
would always be a muddle. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER agreed that 
it was desirable that the finances of the 
War Office should ke put upon a basis 
which was beyond criticism. He was 
glad to be able to inform the House 
that the subject was now being considered 
with a view to recasting the whole of 
the finance of the War Office. 
Members appeared to think that the 
explanation which he had made just 
previously was not very lucid, but 
what he said in that explanation was 
absolutely correct although it might 
not have been quite clear. He was 
as conscious of the fact that there 
must be reform in the finance of 
the War Office as any hon. Member 
could be and he was endeavouring 
to reduce the finance of that department 
to such a condition of simplicity that all 
would be able to understand it as wellas 
the hon. Member who had just spoken 
appeared to understand it now. With 
regard to sending out Yeomanry who 
were not able to ride, they had a pre- 
cedent for that; one of the smartest 
cavalry regiments in the French Army 


had been made out of an _ infantry 
regiment which could not ride. but 
which after six weeks training 


became one of the crack cavalry corps 
in the Army. With regard to the 
finances of the War Office, active minds 
were now engaged on the problem and 
endeavouring to simplify and make them 
more lucid. That being so, he asked the 
Committee to say that the matter had 
been discussed sufficiently and that the 
Vote might now be taken. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE pressed for 
the answer to the question of the hon. 
Mr. George Whiteley. 
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Member for Exeter, whether the item of 
£150,000 was accounted for last year. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir, it 
was not brought into the account last 
year, it was paid to the soldiers but not 
accounted for; it was appropriated for 
another purpose, but used for this. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: That is 
really exceedingly unfair to the House 
of Commons. Here is money appropri- 
ated for one purpose which is used for 
entirely another purpose. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That is 


done every year. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Yes, I know, 
but it is time that it was brought to an 
end. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER thought that 
the hon. Member was under a mis- 
apprehension. When he was at the Ad- 
miralty. it was recognised that they might 
transfer money within the limits of a 
Vote, by permission of the Treasury. 


Mr.¥CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he 
understood the money voted last year and 
paid away for this purpose was about 
£200,000. If they voted this money again 
to-night how was it going to be disposed of’ 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT | said 
this Vote was to bring into account money 
that had already been paid. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE on a point 
of order asked whether, during the current 
financial year, a Vote could be asked in 
respect of sums of money voted in the 
previous year and paid away. Could 
there be another Vote this year for the 
same thing ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN said he doubted 
whether this was the first time that this 
had occurred. It appeared to be a very 
common process. Ihe money was actu- 
ally paid out to certain individuals but 
was not brought into account within the 
financial year, and the House, in passing 
this Vote, would be simply sanctioning a 
payment which had now been finally com- 
pleted. Thecompletion of the payments 
and tke closing of the accounts took 
place in the present financial year. 
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Mr. Secretary ARNOLD-ForsTER rose 


he rose to protest against this Vote being | in his place and claimed to move, * That 
| the Question be now_put.” 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: This is | 


taken now. 


not a question of a Vote. 
tion of a reduction. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I desire to 


continue this discussion. 


Avg-Gardner, James Tynte 
\vnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hen. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Foster, Rt.Hn. Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
3aird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 


| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


| Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) | 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Jartley, Sir George C. T. 

Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 

Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 

Brymer, William Ernest 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A(Glasgow) 
irson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
vutley, Henry Strother 
ivendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
.yzer, Sir Charles William 
‘il, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 

ecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
1amberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A(Wore 

larrington, Spencer 

live, Captain Percy A. 

oates, Edward Feetham 


oghill, Douglas Harry 
ohen, Benjamin Louis 


ook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
ripps, Charles Alfred 

‘rossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrmyple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Doulgas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


It is a ques- | now put.” 


| Question put, ‘‘That the Question be 


‘ 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 190; 


Noes, 123. (Division List No. 10.) 


AYES. 


Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fison, Frederick William 


Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Fyler, John Arthur 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 


Gordon, Hn.J.E(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. E. (T’r Hamlets) | 
Gore, Hn. 8S. F. Ormsby-(Linc.) 
Goulding, Edwd. Alfred 
Greene,Sir E.W(B’rySEdm’nds 


| Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq of (L’nd’nderry 


| Harris, F. Leverton(Tynemouth 


Haslett, Sir James Horner 


| Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. | 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F(Sheftield, Brightside) | 


| Houston, Robert Paterson 


ochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 
| Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
| Kerr, John 

olston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


| Knowles, Sir Lees 
| Laurie, Lieut.-General 


Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) | 


Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 


Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 


| Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monmouth) | 
| Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks., N. R.) | 


Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 


Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 


| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


| 
‘ 


| Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 


Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 

Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 


Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 


Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


| M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
| M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
| Malcolm, Ian 


Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. ) 
Milner, Rt.Hn.Sir Frederick G. 


| Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 


Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


| Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


| Plummer, Walter R. 


Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pym, C. Guy 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
temnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
tidley, Hn. M.W.(Stalybridge) 


| Ridley, 8. Forde( Bethnal Green 


Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Xolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 


| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 


| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Smith, H.C( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk) 
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Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. | Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart | Tuff, Charles 

Stock, James Henry | Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Stone, Sir Benjamin | Valentia, Viscount 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf'd Univ | Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) | Webb, Colonel William George 
Thorburn, Sir Walter Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Thornton, Percy M. Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) 
Tollemache, Henry James Whiteley, H(Ashton und. Lyne 


NOES. 


Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Harwood, George 

Bell, Richard | Hayden, John Patrick 

Blake, Edward | Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Boland, John Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Brigg, John | Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Broadhurst, Henry Holland, Sir Willlam Henry 
Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) | Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Burns, John Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Burt, Thomas Jordan, Jeremiah 

Buxton, Sydney Charles Joyce, Michael 

Caldwell, James Kearley, Hudson E. 

Cameron, Robert Kilbride, Denis 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton | Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Causton, Richard Knight Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph Leng, Sir John 

Crean, Eugene Levy, Maurice 

Cremer, William Randal Lloyd-George, David 
Crombie, John William Lundon, W. 

Cullinan, J. MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan | M‘Kean, John 

Delany, William Markham, Arthur Basil 
Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway | Mooney, John J. 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) | Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | Murphy, John 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Doogan, P. C. O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
Duncan, J. Hastings O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph O’ Donnell, 'T. (Kerry, W.) 
Flynn, James Christopher O’ Dowd, John 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. | O'Malley, William 

Gilhooly, James O'Mara, James 
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Willoughby de Eresby, Lord * 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks, 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 





O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare’ 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.} 
Roche, John 

Runciman, Walter 
Shackleton, Davic James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylore Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Toulmin, George 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henrv 





| 

| TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Cap- 
tain Donelan and Mr. Patrick 
O’ Brien. 


Question put accordingly, ‘‘That Item, | Africa), be reduced by £100.” 


Vote 1, Sub-head F (C), Pay, etc., of the | 
Corps of Imperial Yeomanry (South | Noes, 190. 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E. | Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling | Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Allen, Charles P. Bell, Richard 
Atherley-Jones, L. Blake, Edward 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 122: 
(Division List No. 11.) 


Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
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Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn | 
Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griftith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


Agy-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson. Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
saird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
sanbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
sigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt.Hn. J.A(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
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Holland, Sir William Henry 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire | 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E. 


| Kilbride, Denis 

| Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 

| Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 


Leng, Sir John 


| Levy, Maurice 


Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murphy, John 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


| O’Brien, James F. K. (Cork) 


O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’ Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 


| O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) | 


O'Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham) | 
Partington, Oswald . \ 


NOES. 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A( Wore 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 


| Coates. Edward Feethem 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Doulgas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnE 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Forsescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
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| Pirie, Duncan V. 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. | 


Rea, Russell 


| Reckitt, Harold James 


Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 


| Redmond, William (Clare) 


Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.} 
Roche, John 

Runciman, Walter 


| Shackleton, David James 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


| Sheehy, David 


Sinclair, John (Forfarshire} 
Slack, John Bamford 


| Smith, Samuel (Flint) ' 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| Soares, Ernest J. 


Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Toulmin, George 


| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
| Wason, Jn. Catheart (Orkney) 


White, George (Norfolk) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


| TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Mr. 


Charles Hobhouse and Mr. 


Warner. 


Forster, Henry William 
Fyler, John Arthur 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

yordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. E. (T’r Hamlets) 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby-(Linc.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene,Sir E.W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq of(L’nd’nderry 
Harris, F. Leverton(Tynemouth 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford. W. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F (Sheffield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, Jn. (Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 
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Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton , Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) | Smith, H.C (North’ mb. Tyneside 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Sir Lees 
Laurie, Lieut.-General | 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monmouth) | 
Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks., N. R.) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. | 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh.) 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir FrederickG. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 

Muntz, Sir Philip A. 


| O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 
| Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
| Parkes, Ebenezer 

| Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) | 


Myers, William Henry 


Peel, Hn.Wm.Robert Wellesley | 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pym, C. Guy 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M.W.(Stalybridge) 
Ridley, S. Forde (BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H. 8S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 


| Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
| Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. 


Stewart, Sir Mark J. M*Tageart 
Stock, James Henry 


| Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf dUniy 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry Jame~ 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. \. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir Willian H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E.( Notts. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Willoughby, de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R./ Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. Georyz 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—NSir 
Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes 





Original Question again proposed. 


And, it being after half-past Seven of 
the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair 
to make his Report to the House. 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow ; 
Committee also report Progress ; to sit 
again to-morrow. 


— — — f 


EVENING SITTING. 


RICKMANSWORTH AND UXBRIDGE 
VALLEY WATER BILL (By OrvER). 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrin- 
cham) said he rose on behalf of the 
Buckingham County Council to oppose 
the Second Reading of this Bill. Itwasa 
matter of great concern to them that an 
attempt should be again made to seize 
part of the water area of Buckingham for 
the supply of water to other places. Not 


only were the Buckingham County 
Council opposed to the Bill, but almost 
every local authority interested in the 
matter. The Buckingham County Coun- 
cil, the Eton District Council. the Gerards 
Cross Parish Council, the Hertfordshire 
County Council, the Rickmansworth Dis- 
trict Council, the Thames Conservancy, 
and the Grand Junction Canal Company 
had all petitioned the House against this 
Bill, which they contended would have a 
very injurious effect if it were allowed to 
become law. This Bill was practically 
the same as that promoted in 1901 by 
the same company, which measure having 
been discussed on its merits was thrown 
out without a division. This Bill was 
objected to by the local authorities, 
especially by the Bucks County Council, 
on the ground that no water company 
should be allowed to take water out of 
the county unless it was prepared to give 
water back again, and this undertaking 
had not been given tothe county council. 
They had little water to sparein Bucking- 
hamshire, and much damage would be 
done to the wells of some of the poorest 
if unlimited pumping was allowed. 
The scheme here was to pump all the 
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water out of Buckingham into Middlesex 
and Herts, and as the Amersham Water 
Company were prepared to suppl yGerard’s 
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‘who spoke last, spoke from instructions, 
'and had 
| second-hand opinions to the debate. He 


therefore only contributed 


Cross, which was the only district that (Mr. Walton) lived in Buckinghamshire, 


wanted water, and were also prepared to | 
give back to Buckingham whatever water | 
they took from it, the Buckingham | 
prepared to 

support that company and not this. He, 
begged to move that this Bill be read a | 


County Council was 


second time this day six months. 


Mr. ROTHSCHILD (Buckinghamshire, 
Aylesbury), in seconding the rejection of 
the Bill, supported the protest that had 
been made by the local county council. The 
underground wells and lakes near the 
Chiltern Hills would suffer great injury if 


allowed to be depleted of their stores of | 


water in the manner proposed. It had 


been noticed that when pumping opera- , 


tions had beenresorted to, the level of these 
lakes and wells fell very rapidly. In his 
opinion the Rickmansworth Company had 
no right to come into an area and to 
deplete that area of its water supply, and 
dispose of all the water in other places, 
without giving asatisfactory undertaking 
to the county council concerned. 


Amendment proposed— 

“ To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end 
of the Question to add the words ‘upon this day 
six months.’”—(Mr. Disraeli.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word | 


‘now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epping) 
said that this matter was an extremely 
simple one. When the original Bill of 
1901 was upstairs before the Committee, 
it was found that Gerard’s Cross, the 
district in dispute, had been omitted by 
accident. As a result, the Rickmansworth 
Company had promised the Board of 
Trade to remedy that mistake us soon as 
possible, and this Bill had been brought 
in in consequence. He hoped the usual 
course would be adopted of reading the 
Bill the second time and sending it to a 
Committee, which was the proper tri- 
bunal to decide the points at issue 
between the two competing water 
companies. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON 
8.) said the right hon. 
VOL. CXXX. 


(Leeds, 


[FourTH SERIES.] 


Gentleman | 


and could fully endorse what had been 
said by the hon. Member for Mid-Buck- 
inghamshire as to the Chiltern Hills 
districts, the well supply of which was 
very seriously affected by the rainfall, 
and any tampering with or draining of the 
underground reservoirs would have a 
serious effect on the district. He con- 
tended that local opinion as to local needs 
ought to have a deciding influence in a 
matter of this kind, and this Bill was 
opposed by all the local authorities 
concerned. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) supported the Second 
Reading. He thought the House ought 
not to reject a Private Bill on its 
Second Reading unless there were very 
strong objections to it, and he failed to 
see such objections in the case of this 
Bill. In his opinion it should go to a 
Committee upstairs, where evidence could 
be taken on both sides, and where argu- 
ments could be adduced which could not 
be heard in this House. Before he 
voted for the rejection of this Bill, he 
should like to be assured that no damage 
would be done to the people who wanted 
the water which was to be suppl ed 
under this Bill. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said he thought “the 
hon. Member for Epping was under a 
misconception with regard to this ques- 
tion. He pointed out that though the 
Bill of the Rickmansworth Water Com- 
pany introduced two or three years ago 
was rejected without a division,! the 
company now came to Parliament with 
their old weak case, but with a more 
extended scheme. There was one other 
point he would like to draw attention 
to. He thought the time had come 
when the House ought to appoint a 
Commission or Committee to inquire 
into the whole question of water supply. 


| It was monstrous that all the suburban 
counties should be depleted of their 
water for the purposes of London and 


other large places, without some complete 
scheme showing how much should be 


2D 
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taken away and how much should be | 
left in the locality. 


Sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE (London) 
said it had been suggested that there was 
some ulterior motive in bringing forward 
this Bill. Well, it was brought forward to 
remedy an error in a previous Bill and 
asked for no further powers than the 
company at present possessed. The 
Rickmansworth Water Company was op- 
posing the Amersham Company, and the 
Buckingham County Council was acting 
the part of the dog-in-the-manger. It 
was clearly a Bill which ought to be sent 
upstairs where all the points in dispute 
could be thoroughly threshed out. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrner, Cumberland, 
Penrith) said it was very undesirable 
that these matters, which were purely 
local, should be discussed in the House; 
they ought to be referred, almost 
without question, to a Committee up- 
stairs unless they involved some ques- 
tion of a new principle. The House 
was asked to found its judgment on 
purely ex parte statements which could 
not be subjected to the test of cross- 
examination. What were the merits of 
the Bill? There seemed to be a quarrel 
between two water companies asto who 
should possess a certain district known 
as Gerard’s Cross. The Bill involved no 
new principle, and that being so he held 
that that ought to go in the ordinary 
course before a Committee upstairs. 


Sm WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, , 
Ilkeston) submitted that it was the right 
of the House to express its opinion on all 
Bills, and he was therefore surprised at 
the doctrine laid down by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chairman of Committees. 
In this case an invasion was proposed of 
the rights of the County of Buckingham- 
shire over its own area, and it was the 
privilege of the House to discuss such a 
question, and to say whether a private 
company should, in opposition to the 
wishes of the county council, take water 
from a given area without any obligation 
to supply that area with water. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
suid that all the local authorities were 
opposed to the proposal, and he hoped, 


Mr. Sydney Buzxton. 
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therefore, especially in view of the 
distressed condition of agriculture in 
Buckinghamshire, they would not be put 
to the expense which proceedings before 
a Committee involved. 


*Mr. HUDSON 
Hitchin) said the inhabitants of 
Hertfordshire feared that if the Bill 
were passed the result would be that 
they would be deprived of a much 
larger quantity of water than the company 
took already and which might be 
used in the county of Buckingham- 
shire. They had suffered from droughts 
more, perhaps, than any other county in 
England. Their springs were drying up 
and already many of them had had to 
deepen their wells. Hence the opposi- 
tion of their‘county council. 


(Hertfordshire, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Wateriord) 
appealed to the House to come to a 
decision on this Bill, inasmuch as 
the sitting had been especially set 
apart for the discussion of a question 
of vital importance to Ireland—viz., 
transit facilities — more important, 
indeed, than the fiscal problems raised by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham. One of the bless- 
ings of the present system of Parlia- 
mentary Government was that Irish 
Members were forced, against their will, 
tocome there and decide on the merits of 
a purely local English question, and he 
could only say that as they found the 
local bodies were unanimously on one 
side in this dispute, it’ would be their 
duty to support them. 


Sir E. DURNING-LAWRENCE (Corn- 
wall, Truro) hoped the Bill would be sent 
upstairs on the ground that the House 
was not in a position to decide upon the 
facts in dispute. 


Mr. HAROLD RECKITT (Lincoln- 
shire, Brigg) said he thought the districts 
around London had been most unfairly 
treated by the demands made upon their 
water areas for the supply of London, 
and he felt the House ought to exercise 
its right, therefore, of expressing its 
opinion on the general principle of Water 
Bills. He hoped the day was not far 
distant when county councils would be 
made the water authorities in their own 
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areas, and he felt that this was the proper 
time to make a protest against individual 
water companies or authorities seeking 
to take water for their own use, outside 
their own areas, without any compensa- 
tion whatsoever. 


Sir Joseru Leese (Lancashire, Accring- 
ton) rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“That the Question be now put;” but 
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Mr. Speaker withheld his assent, and 
declined then to put that Question. 


Debate resumed. 
Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 24; Noes, 
150. (Division List No. 12.) 





Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Bond, Edward 

Caldwell, James 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dairymple, Sir Charles 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Arrol, Sir William 

Jagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Barry, E. (Cork. 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Bignold, Arthur 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brigg, John 

3roadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John ‘Tomlinson 
Burns, John 

3uxton, Sydney Charles 
Cameron, Robert 

Carlile, William Walter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Denny, Colonel 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. E. (‘T’r Hamlets) | 
Grant, Corrie 


AYES. 


Davenport, William Bromley 


| Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


Forster, Henry William 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks., N. R.) 
Lowther, Rt.Hn.J.W(Cum.Pen 


Remnant, James Farquharson 


NOES. 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Groves, James Grimble 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 


| Hamilton, Marq of L’nd’nderry | 


Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford,;W. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 


| Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 


Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kilbride, Denis 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


| Maconochie, A. W. 
| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


| M‘Kean, John 
| M‘Kenna, Reginald 


M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 


2D2 


Lollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES—Sir 
Frederick Banbury — and 
Colonel Lockwood. 


Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’ Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’ Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
| O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
| O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 

O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
O’ Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Samuel,SirHarryS.(Limehouse) 
Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel, Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Slack, John Bamford 

Smith,H C(North’mb.Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spear, John Ward 

Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Strachey, Sir Edward 





Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
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Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thornton, Perey M. 


Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Toulmin, George 


Words added. 


Main Question, as amended, put, and 
agreed to. 


Second Reading put off for six months. 


ST. MARYLEBONE ELECTRIC LIGHTING 
BILL (BY ORDER). 


Read a second time, and committed. 


IRISH RAILWAY RATES. 

*Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork) said 
he wished to call the attention of the 
House to the question of transit and 
railway rates in Ireland; and to move, 
“That, in the opinion of this House, 
excessive railway rates and defective 
transit facilities generally constitute a 
serious bar to the material advancement 
of Ireland, and should receive immediate 
attention from the Government.” Itwasa 
mere truism to say that the railway system 
of Ireland could, and ought to, help power- 
fully towards facilitating and developing 
the prosperity and trade of that country. 
But he regretted to say that at no time 
had that railway system been a help. 
On the contrary it had always been a 
great hindrance to trade in Ireland. So 
oppressive, indeed, had it been, that it 
had made the development of trade in 
that country impossible. The following 
figures showed very briefly how railway 
travelling was discouraged in Ireland, as 
compared with England and Scotland. 
In 1880 the average Irish railway rates 
were higher by 21°83 per cent. than the 
English, and 27°13 per cent. above the 
Scotch: in 1890 they were 22°75 per 
cent. above the English, 29°22 per cent. 
above the Scotch; in 1900 they were 
37°14 per cent. above the English, 
and 33°97 per cent. above the Scotch. 
On 15th April, 1902, Mr. Wyndham, 
who was then Chief Secretary, acknow- 
ledged the correctness of these figures. 
Now, a striking result of these excessive 
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Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) | Trevelyan, Chales Philips 
Walton, Jn. Lawson (Leeds, S.) | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter | Warde, Colonel C. E. 





Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Wylie, Alexander 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. | Yoxall, James Henry 

Tomkinson, James | Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 

| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
Disraeli and Mr. Rothschild. 


rates charged by the Irish railways was, 
that while in England each inhabitant 
made on an average twenty-three 
journeys yearly, and in Scotland each 
inhabitant made on an average fifteen 
journeys per annum, in Ireland the 
average was only four. If he were to 
stop here, he should say that he had 
already made a strong case against the 
manangement of the railway system in 
Ireland. But he would proceed. The rates 
charged by Irish railways on agricultural 
produce were three-half-pence per ton 
per mile; on the Continent they were a 


| halfpenny, and in the United States and 


Canada they were one farthing per ton 
per mile. He found that the French 
flax spinners and manufacturers could 
send their goods from Lille to London 
for 28s. 9d. per ton, while the Irish flax- 
spinners and manufacturers had to pay 
from Belfast to London 42s. 6d. per ton, 
from Stranorlar to Belfast (86 miles) the 
rate was 21s. 8d.; but from Ghent, via 
Goole, Hullor Leith, to Belfast, the rate 
was 18s. 8d. In freland ten barrels of 
petroleum were carried fifty miles at the 
same cost as fifteen barrels were carried 
from New York to Belfast, or to any 
other Irish port. Sheep were carried from 
Boston, Mass., to Liverpool or Manchester 
for 2s. 6d. per head, while from Ireland 
to Liverpool or Manchester the rate was 
4s. per head. A Galway distiller for 
several years bought annually 1,000 
tons of barley, grown in the valley of the 
Shannon. It was shipped on canal, at 
various points, for Ballinasloe and thence 
by railway to Galway. The railway 
company gave notice of higher charges, 
and the result was that the distiller now 
got his barley from Glasgow. A company 
in county Sligo searted pressing peat into 
bricks for fuel. The place was 150 miles 
from Dublin or Belfast, and the industry 
was killed by a railway rate of 11s. per 
ton. On German lines the rate for that 
article would not exceed 7s. 3d. per ton 
for any distance. He must refer to 
the case of eggs recently noticed in 
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the papers. Eggs were carried from 
Normandy to London, Birmingham, 
and Nottingham for 16s. 8d. per ton, 
from Russia the charge was 22s., from 
Denmark 24s., while the rate from 
Galway to the same towns was 94s. per 
ton, or nearly six times the rate from 
Normandy. As to transit facilities, an 
egg merchant in Leigh, near Manchester, 
writing on 16th February of this year, 
said that eggs from Claremorris were 
often nine days in transit. Bone dust 
for manure was carried in England 120 
miles per five tons for 25s.; in Ireland 
the cost of carriage for twenty miles of 
the same weight was 20s., or nearly five 
times as much. In fact, goods were sent 
to all parts of Ireland from England, the 
European continent, and America cheaper 
than goods produced in Ireland were sent 
to different parts of the same country. 
The Irish railways gave a preference to 
goods from foreign countries over Irish 
goods. 


Coming to passenger fares, they 
knew that the minimum rate in Ireland 
was a penny per mile per 3rd class 
passenger. In Prussia the rates were by 
express trains at forty-four miles an hour, 
Ist class 1°70d; 2nd class 1°25d; 3rd 
class 0'88d. On ordinary trains, which 
ran twenty-five miles an hour, the charges 
were, Ist class 14d., 2nd class 1}d., 3rd 
class fd., and 4th class {d. per mile. In 
the same country 4th class return tickets, 
available for forty-five days, were issued 
at one farthing per mile, while civil 
servants, soldiers, and sailors were carried 
free. If one member of a family took a 
season ticket at full price, all the other 
members of the family could get tickets, 
not necessarily for the same journey or 
the same class, at half price. Thissystem 
had naturally created enormous traffic 
into the large towns. 
facilities and encouragements were given 
to the public with the very best results, 
as the following figures showed. In 
Prussia the railways were State property. 
Tn 1899 the total debt on these railways 
was £370,000,000; and there had been 
paid off. Isince 1882, £146,000,000. The 
profits from 1889 to 1899, inclusive, were 
£302,000,000. Twenty-one directors 
managed 21,174 miles of railway, and in 
1900 they made a profit of £34,000,000 as 
against £18,000,000 in 1898. The profit, 
in fact, had nearly doubled in two years. 
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for poor Ireland! 
In Hungary one could travel 400 
miles for 8s; an equal mileage in 
Ireland cost 33s. 4d. In Austria 
one could travel ten miles for 6d., 24 
miles for 1s., 50 miles for 2s. 6d., 112 
miles for 5s., and 180 miles for7s. 6d.; 
but in Ireland the lowest charge for 180 
miles would be at least 15s. Now he 
thought he had said enough to justify 
the terms of his Motion. There were 
about 3,000 miles of Irish railways man- 
aged by a number of directors, variously 
stated at 135, 169, and 303. Hedid not 
know how many separate lines there were, 
but the number of secretaries stood at 
ninety-seven, and there were other highly- 
paid officials, such as solicitors, actuaries, 
&c., to the number of sixty. Then, each 
line had a full staff of all kinds, and in the 
Clearing House, Kildare Street, Dublin, 
there were 128clerks. Again, each line had 
its own rolling stock. What an awful waste 
was here! But this money waste was 
not the whole of it. If they compared 
the Irish lines with the Prussian, which 
had a mileage of 21,174 miles, they found 
the latter managed by twenty-one 
directors; while some English lines, which 
hada mileage of about 3,000 miles, were 
managed by one board of some fifteen to 
twenty directors and one staff. Surely 
there was something rotten in the State 
of Denmark so far as Ireland was con- 
cerned. These various Irish boards of 
directors, as mighteasily be conceived, 
had no idea of working their lines 
harmoniously for the good of the country. 
Indeed, the way in which they had been 
accustomed to antagonise each other had 
long been notorious. He, himself, had 
had experience of it some time ago. He 
had to travel over the Midland system, 
and wanted to connect with the Great 
Southern and Western system at Athlone, 
and found that the train on the latter 
system was timed to start from Athlone 
justtwo minutes before the other was 
due. Now, he asked, could any lan- 
| guage be strong enough to condemn a 
‘system of railway management which, in 
the poorest country in Europe, charged 
' goods rates 37 per cent. higher than the 
‘average English rates, 34 percent. higher 
than the Scotch rates, 200 per cent. 
higher than the Continental rates, and 500 
‘per cent. higher than the United States 
of America and “anadian rates. The 
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Irish railway system offered inducements | Ireland, on a Motion for the purchase of 
and facilities to producers from all parts | Irish railways, expressed, on behalf of the 
of the world to compete on Irish soil | Government, willingness to give financial] 
with Irish manufacturers on terms favour- | assistance to the companies in considera- 
able tothe foreigner. Itwasoppressive to | tionofamalgamation. On the 30th April, 
the Irishman, and handicapped the Irish | 1901, the present Chief Secretary, on a 
producer by excessive rates to his prin- | Motion regarding Irish railway rates and 
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cipal market, England. 


| charges, sa i 


A remedy for such a state of affairs | ‘* There is another difficulty showing how closely 
naturally suggested itself, and that was to | social questions are interlocked in Ireland. That 
amalgamate all the railways in Ireland | is the difficulty of obtaining a properly trained 


under one common board. The Board | 
of Trade could easily formulate a | 


scheme under which this common board 
should work all the lines for the 
benefit of the trade and prosperity 
of the whole country. And as the 
scheme would greatly benefit Ireland, 
that country might fairly be asked 
to guarantee present incomes to the com- 
panies. It is needless to say that the 
Government should be represented on 
such a board. In the Irish Parliament, 
as it existed in 1782 to 1800, the interests 
of Ireland were looked after, and under 
the fostering care of that native Parlia- 


ment, unreformed though it was, and in| 


which only the Protestant minority was 
represented—even under such «a Parlia- 
ment the trade and prosperity of 


staff for any large Government department 
| without appearing to ignore the claims of Irish- 
men. The question of Irish railways is inter- 
| locked with that of Irish education, and if you 
| do not make progress with Irish education you 
| cannot find the technically trained men for the 


| administration of Irish railways.” 

| Yet, only a few days ago, the same 
| right hon. Gentleman, on the question of 
| University education, banged the door of 
/higher education in their face. Eight 
years ago the present Prime Minister, 
then Chief Secretary, used almost the 
same language; but neither would help 
the people of Ireland to that education 
/so necessary, as they acknowledged. 
Who could wonder at their constant 
| protest against this prolonged and cruel 
|injustice. He begged to move the 
Motion standing in his name. 


Ireland made wonderful progress, from | 
which he thought it was safe to conclude | 


that if Ireland were now endowed with 
a native Legislature they would promptly 
settle this railway question and the 


other questions that had so long hampered, | 
distracted, and impoverished their | 


country. This question of Irish railway 
transit and rates had frequently been 
before this House. In 1844, Mr. Gladstone 
suggested to a Commission that— 

“At any time after twenty-one years the 
railways could be acquired at twenty-five 
years purchase of the average dividends of the 
three preceding years.” 

In 1868, he found that seventy-two Irish 
Peers and ninety Irish Members of 
Parliament asked for— 


‘““A general board of management, with a 
view to reduce expenses ;” 


and | 


“‘ For a general and uniform tariff for goods and | 
passengers.” 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said he 
wished to second the Motion proposed by 
his hon. friend in so admirable a speech, 
which showed the care and exactitude 
with which his hon. friend always dis- 
charged any public duty committed to 
him. He did not think any one inter- 
ested in Ireland could look with satisfac- 
tion at the railway system of that country, 
or the way in which the lines were 
worked. In the first instance, in a poor 
country, it was necessary and desirable to 
have narrow gauge railways, but in 
Ireland the gauge was very much wider 
than in this country, necessitating larger 
cuttings, embankments, and tunnelling, 
‘and entailing a great deal of unnecessary 
/expense. His hon. friend had shown 
conclusively that though Ireland was 
the poorest country in Europe, its rail- 
way rates were about the highest. They 





had heard a great deal about the dump- 

They also proposed that any loss arising | ing, due to preferential rates and tariffs, 
therefrom should be borne by Ireland | which took place in this country; 
alone. In 1874 the right hon. Member but in Ireland, which traded more 
for West Bristol, then Chief Secretary for! with the British Empire than with 


Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien. 
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foreign countries, the rates which pre- 
vailed were a great inducement to 
dumping. So great was the difference 
between local rates and through rates 
that he was informed that it was more 
economical for manufacturers who wished 
to send their goods to some place in 
Ireland to send them first over to 
England, and then back to Ireland in 
place of sending them direct. The late 
Mr. McCann, whose loss they all deplored, 
said that unless the railway rates in 
Ireland were reduced 50 per cent. there 
was little or no hope for Ireland. He 
maintained that if this reduction 
took place, although at first there would 
be a certain loss to the shareholders, in 
the long run it would be economical, 
double if not treble the traffic would be 
secured, and there would consequently 
be the greatest good to the country. 
Some of the directors were Irishmen, and 
some Were not, but at any rate they 
were men who were selected as a rule 
from the loyal minority in Ireland, and 
they were people unsympathetic towards 
Irishmen and Irish interests in general, 
and certainly not 2 per cent. of them 
would obtain any public position in the 
gift of the people. But these men 
managed the railways of the country 
with little or no regard to the interest of 
thecountry. It was absolutely necessary 
il there was to be any good done in this 
matter in Ireland that the control of the 
railways should be placed under some 
central body. Hishon. friend had shown 
the enormous advantage which the 
(rerman people derived from the system 
prevailing in that country. The figures 
submitted showed that it was a system 
which was not only for the industrial 
advantage of the country, but that the 
Government were enabled to make an 
enormous sum by which to lighten the 
general taxation. He knew that some 
of his hon. friends thought that the 
remedy was to hand over the railways to 
State control, and in regard to that 
proposal he would say that whatever 
happened they could not be worked very 
much worse than they were at present. 


He would give an instance of the utter 
indifference of the directors in Ireland 
to the comfort of the people who travelled 
over their systems. Their carriages were 
particularly uncomfortable, arid, only 
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within the last few years, any servant on 
the Great Southern and Western Railway 
who ventured to put a foot-warmer into 
a third class carriage was liable to dis- 
missal. They could hardly imagine such 
a thing possible, but he could vouch for 
the accuracy of the statement because he 
had personal experience himself of that 
matter. Although the system was bad 
at present, he would for his part hesitate 
long before he would put the control of 
the Irish railways into the hands of an 
essentially Government department. A 
sort of compromise was suggested by his 
hon. friend, namely, a Board nominated 
partly from the existing directors and 
partly by the local traders. So far as 
Government Boards were concerned Irish 
Members knew from experience that they 
were packed by men of anti-Irish feeling 
who did not command the confidence of 





the people, and for his own part he thought 
| it would be a mistake to increase the num- 
| ber of these Boards, which would do littie 
or no good to Ireland. His hon. friend 
the Member for Roscommon introduced 
| this matter in 1901, and on that occasion 
he reminded the Chief Secretary that a 
| deputation of a most influential character 
| Waited on him some months before and 
asked him whether something could not 
be done to remedy the state of things. 
The deputation suggested that a Vice- 
regal Commission should be appointed 
to inquire. When that point was raised 
in the House of Commons the right hon. 
Gentleman said that a new department 
had been formed, and that, as some 
powers had been conferred on it, it 
would only be reasonable to 
give them an opportunity of using those 
powers, and seeing what could be done 
in the matter. That was three years 
since, and although he did not wish to 
describe this as chicanery, he would say 
that he believed that the Treasury was 
largely at the bottom of the standstill 
in this matter, and that the department 
of which Sir Horace Plunkett was vice- 
chairman really had no power to take 
action in the matter. He hoped that, 


in his reply, the right hon. Gentleman 
would be able to give some assurance 
that he was alive to the grave interests 
involved in this question. They heard 
very much of the resuscitation of Irish 





industries, and so forth, but he did not 
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think they couldjhave a proper resuscita- | in two or three respects, and first of all 
tion of them until this question was| by taking up the complaints of traders 
grappled with, and until traders and | and manufacturers with regard to the 
manufacturers in Ireland had an op-| deficiency of transit. It would be 
portunity of competing, at any rate, on | obvious to every business man in the 
an even footing with other manufacturers. | House that an ordinary Member of this 
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At present they were handicapped in 
the way he had described. He begged 
to second the Motion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That, in the opinion of this House, 
excessive railway rates and defective 
transit facilities generally constitute a 
serious bar to the material advancement 
of Ireland, and should receive immediate 
attention from the Government.”—(Jr. 
J. F. X. O’Brien.) 


Mz. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said his hon. 
friend had referred to the statement of 
the Chief Secretary in 1901 that the 
newly-formed department should be 
given facilities for dealing with this and 
cognate questions. That raised a very 
important question, because that de- 
partment, so far at any rate as this 
question was concerned, and as regarded 
Irish industrial life, seemed to have 
retrograded rather than progressed. He 
found that the Reports of 1902 and 1903 
were more full and explicit, and showed 
a greater desire to deal with the question 
of railways in Ireland, than the Report 
presented yesterday. That was rather 
a regrettable fact. He might be allowed 
to express regret that the right hon. 
Gentleman who was vice-chairman of 
the board was not here to explain the 
inaction of the department. He was 
not going to censure the Agricultural 
Department inthis matter at undue 
length. He believed that in regard to 
technical instruction they had done 
useful work, which had been largely 
supplemented by the work done by the 
county councils and various local bodies 
throughout Ireland. But with regard to 
the all-important question of transit 
and railway rates he did complain, not 
in a spirit of bitterness, but of disappoint- 
ment, that a department which ought 
to have been the champion and custodian 
of these particular interests, had really 
largely neglected the work which was 
one of the most important features of 
the work committed to its care. The 
department might have done much more 
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|House or a trader or manuiacturer 
suffered under thisdisadvantage. Griev- 
/ances with respect to unfair charges 
/and want of proper facilities were 
| brought forward, but no Member of the 
| House, and no body of Members, had 
| the facilities for getting hold of informa- 
(tion that a public department gave. 
| He thought the Board of Agriculture 
-and Technical Education might have 
continued their labours of 1901, and 
|gathered from agricultural societies, 
|chambers of commerce and shipping, 
any amount of information, without 
_which it was difficult for any private 
|Member of the House to establish a 
‘ease. They all knew the general 
| grievances, but when they complained 
they were confronted with the answer 
by the President of the Board of Trade 
that they should bring forward explicit 
‘cases. When such cases had _ been 
brought forward they had never found 
the President of the Board of Trade very 
sympathetic with Ireland in regard to 
these matters. The Board of Agriculture 
had neglected their duty in this matter. 
They should have supplied information 
to the Board of Trade. They could have 
helped in the bringing forward of specific 





instances with regard to the inequality’ 


of rates. It was almost impossible for 
a private Member to get the figures to 
enable him to make comparisons between 
the rates charged in Ireland and those in 
England and Scotland, and also between 
the charges made by shipping companies 
whose vessels plied between this country 
and foreign parts and those plying to 
Ireland. He marvelled at the industry 
of his friend the Member for Cork, who 
had brought forward such a mass of 
information. He said advisedly, and 
without any desire to censure the Board 
of Agriculture unfairly, that the return 
just issued by that department was 
‘absolutely valueless for the purpose of 
this debate. He found from a previous 
return that in 1890 the average rate per 
ton for merchandise in Ireland was as 
_much as 27°14 per cent. in excess of the 
_rate charged for the same traffic in 
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England, and further the average rate | 


per ton for merchandise in 1900 was 
higher by nearly 2 per cent. than in 


with this fact, that while the average 
rates for merchandise in England had 
been decreasing, they had been increas- 
ing very considerably in Ireland. That 
was an alarming state of things which 
deserved the consideration of the Govern- 
ment. In the last reliable Return which 
was available, it was shown that the 
average rate for merchandise in Ireland 
was 37°14 percent. in excess of the English 
and 34 per cent. in excess of the Scotch 


average. These were very disquieting 
figures. They asked for something more 


from the Chief Secretary than an 
academic or a mere finely phrased ex- 
pression of sympathy. He hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would be able to 
point to something in the way of prac- 
tical work. Unfortunately, in regard to 
this important question they seemed to 
be retrograding. They wanted asimpler 
and more centralised system of manage- 
ment, and he hoped they would have a 
definite pledge from the Chief Secretary 
that he would take this matter into his 
serious consideration at the earliest 
possible moment. 


Tut CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover) ssid the 
subject which the hon. Member for Cork 
City had brought under consideration 
was not only of particular interest to 
Ireland but also of very general interest. 
Questions of transit were beginning to 
loom very large, and they were likely to 
loom larger in the future. The hon. 
Member for Cork City, who moved this 
Resolution, made an interesting speech 
and cited a number of statistics, but he 
would hardly expect him to deal seriatim 
with all his figures. Certain criticisms, 
however, of a general character occurred 

-tohim. There were certain points which 
he thought the hon. Member did not 
take sufficiently into account, such as the 
difference between through rates by land 
and sea, and rates for short distances. 
Then, too, he would remind the hon. 
Gentleman that in most countries abroad 
the railways were owned by the Govern- 
ment, and were run almost at cost price. 
The hon.’ Member for East Waterford, 
who seconded the Resolution, referred to 
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a speech which he had made three years 
ago in the House, and in which he said 


the question of improving the transit 
1890. They were therefore confronted | 
depended upon a settlement of the land 


facilities of Ireland was one which 


question and the education question. 
He had done all he could to lay the 
foundation of that settlement. Without 
doubt, men in Ireland of humble origin 
had not the opportunities in regard to 
education as menin England, or as 
men in Scotland. The hon. Member 
opposite had asked for some assurances 
that the Government were alive to the 
great interests at stake. The hon. Member 
for Cork had also referred to the Report of 
the department for 1902-3, which he 
had described as meagre, and he alluded 
to the difference between the rates 
obtaining oa the railways in Ireland 
and in other countries. But the 
hon. Member opposite was dealing 
with figures for general merchandise, 
which included iron ore and material of 
that kind, which was carried long dis- 
tances, and there was very little indeed 
of that from Ireland; therefore that 
comparison was somewhat fallacious. 
Of course, that did not make it any 
more agreeable to Irishmen, when they 
were presented with the difficulty of 
getting satisfactory rates for the agricul- 
tural produce of small farmers upon a 
railway system for comparatively small 
consignments. In spite of the critical 
and pessimistic tone of the speeches to 
which they had just listened, he re- 
garded the Resolution as rather an 
incentive to the Government to proceed 
with greater energy on the lines that 
were already being followed than a 
censure on the Government for not 
adopting other lines of a totally different 
character. Even if that were not so, he 
would make bold to answer that they 
were doing what they could. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
It is the same story from all English 
Governments. 


*Mr.WYNDHAM, continuing, said that 
in the Resolution there was very little 
to which exception could be taken. It 
was alleged, and truly, that;,transit 
facilities in Ireland were defective. The 
epithet “excessive” appliel to the 
charges was ambiguous. From the point 








819 Trish 


of view of the producer they were ex- 
cessive, but from the point of view of 
the railway shareholder it would be diffi- 
cult, almost impossible, to reduce these 
charges unless they were in a position 
to enforce drastic remedies. Were they 
in such a position? Take the proposal 
that railways in Ireland should be 
nationalised in some form or other. With- 
out entering into the political or 
economic merits or demerits of such a 
plan, it might very well be held that 
Parliament would have been well advised 
to accept the proposition of th Royal 
Commission fifty years ago, that in the 
conditions of Ireland, so different from 
those of England, railways could be pro- 
moted with better results by the State 
than by private enterprise. That advice, 
however, was not taken, although not 
altogether repudiated, because construc- 
tion had been assisted, and in the course 
of the last ten years there had been 
free grants for assistance of transit 
in Ireland amounting to £1,349,000. 
So something had been done by the 
State. But the recommendation of the 
Royal Commission was outside the 
sphere of practical politics now. After 
the advance of £100,000,000 for the pur- 
chase of Irish land he would be giving 
encouragement to false hopes if he were 
to say any word that would lead hon. 
Members to believe that he saw his way 
in the near future to an advance of 
£49,000,000 or £50,000,000 for the pur- 
chase of Irish railways. In the same 
way he would, in existing circumstances, 
put on one side the idea that the State 
could enforce amalgamation of railways 
in Ireland and lay down a conventional 
rate at a lower figure than those which 
now obtained and recoup those who had 
invested in these companies by a practi- 
cal guarantee. That also was outside 
the sphere of practical politics. If that 
could not be done, for finance was a hard 
taskmaster, as they all knew—if heroic 
measures were out of the question—they 
should refrain from taking any action or 
using any language which might seem 
to threaten measures which they were 
not in a position to take up. The 
capital of the Irish railways was much 
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railways, and they were not in a con- 
dition to show very great enterprise 
unless they received encouragement 
rather than discouragement from that 
House. It was true that there 
were a number of lines in Ireland, 
but the point of fundamental im- 
portance was that they were very 
short lines. The Irish railways were 
not comparable to those in England, 
the total mileage of the Irish lines, 
including light railways and all railways 
built by the Government, was very little 
more than that of the Great Western 
Railway of England. Everybody would 
allow that this made it hard to run the 
railways cheaply and to give very 
low rates. There were difficulties also 
arising from the weight, size, and shape 
of consignments, and it was not possible 
to have an organisation for the collection 
of produce such as existed in England 
and, in a nearer approach to perfection, 
in America. Amalgamation had been 
tried by voluntary effort, and, though it 
had been attended with some local 
disappointments, on the whole it was a 
sound policy to pursue, and by it diffi- 
culties of haulage would be rgduced. 


Those being the difficulties, what action 
had the Government taken? He wished 
to consider this question from the points 
of view of rates, nature of consignments, 
and difficulties of collection. As far as 
the rates were concerned Irish railways. 
were controlled by the same public 
Acts as controlled railway rates in 
Great Britain, namely, the Railway 
and Canal Traffic Acts of 1888 and 
1894 and the Railway Rates and 
Charges Act of 1892. The new depart- 
ment of agriculture and technical in- 
struction had taken action under those 
Acts repeatedly, and although they did 
not always succeed it must not be 
supposed that nothing was done. Re- 
presentations were made and suggestions 
were offered which had sometimes been 
adopted, and the new department had 
special powers such as were not 
enjoyed by a department in England; 
it had power to prosecute inquiries 
and to act as complainant before 
the Railway Commissioners, and to 


less than that of English railways. charge the expenses to the public 
Their receipts per mile were about one- | account. Complaint had been made of 
fourth of the receipts of the English the meagre character of the reports 


Mr. Wyndham. 





82] 


isst 


tha 





ic 


re 








821 Trish 


{23 Fepruary 1904} 





822 


Railway Rates. 


issued, but it would be understood | four horses to 78s. 3d. Several lists of 
that the hon. Member who made the | rates for the carriage of Irish and Conti- 
complaint was alluding to what was a/|nental produce were in the hands of the 


mere summary of action of the Depart- | 
ment. It!was true that only in one) 
case in 1902 did the Department bring | 
this matter to a trial but in that case 
they were successful. There were, 
however, a number of cases where their 
representations had resulted in a re- 
duction of the rates. It was very dull 
to read statistics, but with the permission 
of the House he would quote some cases 
in which reductions were obtained as 
the result of friendly correspondence 
with the companies concerned. For 
example, the Great Southern and 
Western Railway reduced butter rates 
fom county Kilkenny to Belfast from 
40s. to 35s. per ton and from Newcastle 
West to Liverpool from 32s. 6d. to 30s. 
a ton. The Midland Company reduced 
their rates on maize between Dublin and 
(astlerea from lls. 6d. to 9s. 4d. per 
ton, and like reductions were made from 
other stations on their system. The Great 
Northern Company reduced their rates 
forapples and pears from Annaghmore to 
Londonderry from 15s. to 13s. 4d. per 
ton, for strawberries to Belfast from 
12s. 6d. to Ils. 4d. per ton, and to 
Dublin from ls. 6d. to Is. 3d. per 
ewt. Fruit growing in the North of 
[reland was a very important industry, . 
andit was above all things necessary 
that such industries should get a 
fair chance, and it was in cases like 
this that the new Department could 
intervene with advantage. He ad- 
mitted that Irish railways were some- 
what timid in regard to initiative, but 
this new Department brought facts before 
the railway companies which were not 
previously within their knowledge, and 
when they had been able to con- 


Vince the companies that certain 
kinds of produce could be put 
upon the market at a profit then 


the rates were reduced. It was difficult 
tomake an impression by reading out long 
lists of statistics, but the figures he had 
before him did not deal simply with dairy 
produce and fruit alone. He had some 
figures with regard to live-stock which 
Were of great importance. The Great 
Southern Company reduced their rates 
for the conveyance of horses from 
Patrickswell to Dublin from 84s. 4d. for 


departmental transit inspectors but they 
had not yet been classified. 


He wanted to come to the question of 
the collection of agricultural produce, and 
he must take note of the criticism which 
had been passed on Irish railways 
for giving undue preference to the 
foreign producer. That was a matter 
of such importance that if the House 
would bear with him he would quote some 
figures upon this point. He would give 
two instances dealing with butter. These 
rates were, from Limerick to Manchester, 
37s. 6d. per ton; from Copenhagen to 
Manchester, 47s.; from Gothenburg to 
Manchester, 47s.; from Montreal to 
Manchester, 45s. 6d. per Ship Canal; 
from Enniskillen to Manchester, 45s. ; 
from Hamburg to Manchester, 46s. 8d. ; 
from Rotterdam to Manchester, 40s. ; 
from Sligo to Manchester by steamer 
35s. 10d., by Irish rail 40s. a ton. The 
rates on butter to Birmingham are from 
Cloughjordan, Tipperary, 48s. 4d. a ton; 
from Kenmare; 36s. 8d. via Cork, 40s. ; 
via Dublin from Sligo, 43s. 4d.; by steamer 
and by Irish rail, 48s. 4d; from Ham- 
burg, 42s. 6d.; Rotterdam, 39s. 11d.; 
Esbjerg, Denmark, 38s. 6d. The rates 
to Glasgow from Kenmare are 35s. 10d. ; 
Cork route, 40s. 10d.; Dublin route from 
Buttevant, 30s.; via Cork. 34s. 2d.; via 
Dublin from Enniskillen, 28s. 4d.; from 
Clones, 30s.; from Hamburg, 50s.; from 
Rotterdsm, 49s.; Esbjerg, Denmark, 45s. 
Besides these amounts, additional sums 
varying from ls. 6d. to 7s. per ton had 
to be paid for the carriage of the butter 
by rail from the interior of Denmark to 
the port of shipment. Of course in 
Denmark the railways were owned by the 
yovernment, and the goods were carried 
almost at cost price. In regard to eggs, 
he would take the transit of eggs from 
a number of Irish centres, and make 
a comparison. The foreign rates are 
from the port of shipment, and therefore 
the comparison was more favourable. 
From Limerick to Manchester the rates 
were 43s. 4d. per ton; from Listowel to 
Manchester, 50s. per ton; Sligo, 40s., 
Kenmare, 45s. 10d., Hamburg, 48s. 4d., 
Rotterdam, 41s. 4d., and Copenhagen, 
48s. 6d. From Ballyhaunis to London, 
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the rates were 65s.; from Kenmare to 
London, 50s. 10d.; from Sligo, 56s. 8d.; 
and from Copenhagen, 50s. Would any- 
body say from those figures that there 
was preferential treatment in favour of 
foreign countries when these rates did 
not include a single penny for the cost 
of transit upon Continental railways. 
He would be happy to supply hon. Mem- 
bers with further figures, and agreed that 
it would be well, perhaps, to bring out a 
paper giving a long schedule of these 
important rates. Through rates were of 
advantage to the places which obtained 
them, and although other places might 
fee] that they did not share in the advan- 
tages, it was to the general advantage of 
Ireland that there should be such through 
rates. He trusted that they would in- 
crease in Ireland and England, and 
increase not only as between Ireland and 
England, but between the United King- 
dom and our colonies, especially Canada. 
He was not going into the tariff question, 
but he was suggesting that they could 
not look upon the economic problem in 
Ireland, in a wayside district deprived of 
the advantage of through rates, isolated 
from the question that free land was 
given by the Canadian Government to 
the farmers, that their produce was 
carried by Government railways or by 
private railways with a Government 
guarantee against loss. The subject was 
so intricate that it might lead him into 
the vista of speculation, from which he 
intended to refrain. 


When hon. Members complained 
that through rates had not given 
as great advantages to country districts 
as they had to towns along the main 
line, he asked them to take the 
larger questions into consideration and 
remember that, on the whole, in view of 
the short haulage of the Irish railways, it 
was to the advantage of Ireland that 
there should te through traffic arrange- 
ments, and in his opinion it would 
be to the advantage of the United 
Kingdom if such through arrange- 
ments could be carried even further. 
Another sphere of activity of the Depart- 
ment Was an important one. Instruction 
was given Ly the Department to Irish 
farmers not only in the cultivation of 
produce but in the best methods of pre- 
senting their goods in an acceptable shape 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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for the market. This instruction had 
been of enormous value, becauseit en- 
abled the farmers to know the form, size, 
and the weight of parcels which could be 
carried at cheap rates. The Department 
had taken up many complaints, and it 
was found that in many instances the 
cause of the high charge for articles which 
were put on the railway was due to the 
fact that they were in weights of less than 
3 cwt. or sent by passenger trains when 
goods trains might have served. There 
was great need for an organised effort in 
the direction of teaching the producer how 
to put up his produce as a collecting 
consignment and more attractive for 
handling by the railway companies. 
Since there was no practical chance 
of adopting heroic measures, the De- 
partment did their best to push along 
all those three roads—keeping a jealous 
eye on the Irish railways; investigating 
the markets of Great Britain and the 
Continent; and teaching the Irish farmer 
to cultivate better. The farmer was 
grateful for the instruction given to him 
in the way of consignment in size 
and weight, and by seeing what could be 
done to collect such consigments and place 
them on the rail-headin a convenient form. 

That led him to ask the House to con- 
sider the efforts made by two distinguished 
Irishmen, Lord Iveagh and Mr. Pirrie, to 
assist in this third feature in the pro- 
blem, namely, the proper methods for 
collecting produce and placing them upon 
the Irish railways. He would deal with 
this question as briefly as he could. The 
problem connected with the proper 
methods of collecting produce and placing 
it on the Trish railways had been harder 
than might at first sight be supposed to 
be thecase. The idea of Lord Iveagh and 
Mr. Pirrie was not to spread over the face 
of Ireland an enormous system of motor 
traction, but to find out the districts 
wiere the experiment of applying motor 
traction could be made and, if it suc- 
ceeded, extend its application. Accord- 
ingly they mapped out Ireland into three 
sections, and selected men from amongst 
the pick of their staffs to investigate 
them. He felt it his duty to place at 
their disposal the staffs of all the Irish 
Departments, where they were needed, 
and, in addition, everywhere the Com- 
missioners went they were met by the 
county councils. Altogether seventeet 
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experimental districts, covering 363 miles, 
were surveyed and investigated. He 
would not go into all the details of the 
very interesting general Report which was 
drawn up by the Commission, which gave 
a detailed report upon each one of the 
seventeen routes, and which Lord Iveagh 
was good enough to submit to him for his 
observation, but certain questions arose 
which had to be dealt with. He would, 
if the House would allow him, deal with 
one or two of those problems. In the first 
place the Commissioners said that during 
the course of this inquiry they had been 
compelled to leave unvisited many dis- 
tricts which seemed to them worthy of 
attention. The hon. Member for East 
Clare must not be disappointed if the dis- 
tricts reported upon did not include some 
of the places in his constituency. 


Me. WILLIAM/;}REDMOND (Clare, 


E.): | am used toj{disappointments. 


*Me. WYNDHAM said the Commission 
proceeded upon purely business lines 
and they were very anxious that their 
first effort should be crowned with success. 
Everywhere not only the county coun 
cils, but the local priests, clergymen, 
and doctors werein favour of thescheme; 
but some of the difficulties to be sur- 
mounted layin the habits of the people. 
One was the idle and desultory practice 
of cartage, by which a farmer having 
his own horse and cart was content to 
occupy two days over 15 or 20 miles. 
These men thought only of the fact that 
they spent no money in the transaction, 
taking no account whatever of the loss 
of the two days; and, when it was 
suggested that payment should be made 
for an organised service, they were in- 
clined to say, ‘“‘I can take my own cart, 
in my own time, in my own way.” 
But the people were being brought to 
see that that was not a sound 
economical method. The cardinal diffi- 
culties, however, in the application of a 
system of motor traction in Ireland 
were two—first, the speed limit and the 
weight of the motor and trailer; and 
secondly, the condition of the roads. 
As President of the Local Government 
Board he had endeavoured to meet 
Lord Iveagh and Mr. Pirrie to the utmost 
length; and he was prepared to increase 


the speed limit to 10 miles—which they , 
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had asked for—and to increase the 
weight of the motor to 4 tons, and the 
trailer to 1} tons; but that must be 
subject to the approval of the county 
councils. Some of the county councils, 
while showing the greatest willingness 
to meet the promoters of the enterprise 
in every way, were disposed to object 
to the weight of the motor and trailer. 
All the counties of Ireland, except five 
—Antrim, Kerry, Donegal, Meath, and 
Kildare—had accepted the three-ton 
engine, the 18 cwt. trailer, and 
a speed of 10 miles an hour, sub- 
ject to the condition that the wheels 
did not track in the same line, and 
were of a minimum breadth of 4} in. 
Lord Iveagh and Mr. Pirrie assented to 
this, and asa matter of fact the width 
of the wheels would be greater. It had 
been suggested that in order to meet the 
question of roads there should be a 
certificate of the county surveyer, viséd 
by the Local Government Board, to the 
effect that the road was fit to bear such 
a weight travelling at such a speed. He 
did not believe there would be any 
difficulty about that at all; the Com- 
missioners had travelled round the 
country with the county surveyors, and 
there was no intention of doing anything 
in the matter except inclose co-operation 
with the county councils of Ireland. If 
there were any reconstruction it would 
be limited to comparatively short lengths 
of road. The roads of Ireland were as 
a whole good roads and the population 
was sparse, and in many districts the 
rate of speed would not be a low one. 
There were portions of the roads which 
ought to be strengthened if such weights 
were put on them, and for the reconstruc- 
tion of such portions of the roads the 
Local Government Board would be pre- 
pared to lend money on very easy terms. 
He felt that he ought not to develop this 
at greater length, but he wished to siy 
that all that had come before the pro- 
moters of this scheme encouraged them 
to proceed with it, and they felt that apart 
from the carriage of produce, which had 
been more immediately considered, 
that there was a prospect of carry- 
ing live-stock, and at a later date 
passengers. But, in the first instance, 
the problem was to carry agricultural 
produce which had to be collected on 
reasonable terms. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND asked if 
the Chief Secretary could give them alist 
of the seventeen routes, and whether he 
would leave the means of communica- 
tion at present in existence in certain 
districts, as they were until the motor 
system was introduced. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM said he would give a 
dist of the districts. He would not give 
the whole of the seventeen routes origin- 
ally contemplated because some of them 
had been rejected, but he would give a 
list showing where they were now. One 
-effect of this scheme had been that 
the railway companies already had 
begun to take up the idea themselves, 
and certain routes which they had 
been examining had been taken up 
by the railway companies. This was 
the case in respect of 324 miles of the 
route in the North East of Ireland and 
the railway company were now working 
354 miles at Newtowards-Portaffery by 
motor traffic. ‘There were 20 miles from 
Derry to Feeny and Park to be worked, 
and nine miles from Ballymena to Port- 
Glenone awaiting to be worked. From 
Newcastle to Kilkeel 13} miles were now 
being worked, Now he came to the lines 
which were sanctioned subject of course 
to making the neceessary arrangements 
with the Local Government Board, One 
of the most important of these, in his 
opinion, was the route from Ballina to 
Belmullet. Then there was another from 
Ballinasloe to Mount Bellew, and another 
from Galway to Costelloe. One more 
route which would probably be arranged 
was 14 miles from Parsonstown to 
Portumna. Other possible routes included 
18} miles from Portumna to Loughrea, 
and 15 miles from Enniscorthy to Kilmuck- 
ridge. It was very difficult to convey 
to the House without a map an idea of 
these arrangements. In all 220 miles of 
route were either sanctioned or in course 
of being agreed upon. They were still 
in the experimental stage. Lord Iveagh 
and Mr. Pirrie wished to take up districts 
where the need was great and where 
suecess would crown their efforts. But 
anyone who had attended to the diffi- 
culties involved in this problem would 
agree that really no time had been lost, 
and that it was better, in a matter of this 


kind, to proceed slowly and surely than | 
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He had detained the House at very great 
length and he did not propose to enter 
into further detail in regard to this 
scheine of motor traffic. He might 
point out, however, that transit facilities 
included something more than railways. 
They had to look to the canals as well 
as the harbours of Ireland, and he 
hoped that by improving the harbours, 
private enterprise would be stimulated 
to do something. The offer of one 
company to allow one of their largest 
steamers on the West Coast of Ireland to 
call at any harbour which was made fit 
to receive their ships was encouraging. 
He wished to conclude his observations 
by pointing out that all such efforts 
necessitated a good deal of negotiation. 
At this moment he was on the point of 
concluding negotiations with the great 
Midland Company in Ireland in respect 
of one o° the harbours, but all this in- 
volved a vast amount of detailed examina- 
tion of roads which hon. Members opposite 
would scarcely conceive. Again, he was 
in negotiation with the Great Southern 
and Western Railway for an arrange- 
ment by which the Tralee and Donegal 
Railway would be put into a_ proper 
condition. Those negotiations were not 
quite concluded, but in view of all the 
circumstances, he thought they ought 
rather to encourage than to threaten Irish 
railway companies at the present time. 
He thought they ought to continue to 
enforce the provisions of the Acts o 
1888, 1892, and 1894 and make repre- 
sentations to the companies. They 
ought to secure a reduction of rates 
wherever possible, and resist any increases 
in every case, and prevent as far as 
possible any preference being given to 
foreign producers. In addition to such 
efforts they must continue to prosecute 
investigations as to the condition ot the 
markets, whether in Great Britain or on 
the Continent, and they must continue 
to give instruction to the farmers not 
only as to the best methods of raising 
produce but as to the best methods of 
putting it on the market. His ex- 
perience was that Irish railways were too 
timid, but he doubted the wisdom of hold- 
ing vague threats over their heads. On 
financial grounds it was a difficult question 
to nationalise the railways of Ireland or 


to rush into a more extensive, perhaps | give them a State guarantee. Their object 


more flashy, plan. 
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ea 














829 Trish 


to pluck up courage and to take their 
part, side by side with private enterprise, 
in that development of Irish agriculture 
and Irish industry which, though of 
recent growth, was very real and full of 
much promise for the future. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said that 
at one time it would have been a very 
easy thing to secure some sort of amalga- 
mation amongst these struggling railways 
in Ireland which had done so much harm 
to the country. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had not stated the case quite fairly, 
for he had said that they complained of 
preferential rates to foreign countries. 
He wished to point out that these were not 
the preferential freights to which Irishmen 
objected. What they complained of was 
the preferential rates given to foreign 
goods brought into Ireland, which could 
he produced in better quality in Ireland 
itself, but where there were no facilities at 
all for cheap transit. If the policy of 
amalgamation was pursued by the 
Government in a proper spirit there would 
be no trouble in solving the difficulties 
which had been presented to this House. 
Years ago, when the House of Commons 
considered how the Irish railways 
should be built, the Railway Com- 
mission recommended that they should 
be built by the State. In 1837 the 
British railway promoters thought the 
whole system of private enterprise was 
in danger, and so they blocked and 
destroyed all the efforts of the Royal 
Commission, and supported this foolish 
system, which had never met with any suc- 
cess of any kind. Thirty years afterwards 
there was a Commission which reported in 
favour of amalgamation, and twenty years 
later the Allport Commission made 
a similar Report. This House had 
proved itself incapable of solving any 
frish problem on an Irish basis. It was 
no use the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
telling them about motor traffic, for it 
was time the House put this childish 
treatment of the Irish question upon one | 
side. He quite shared the disappoint- | 
ment with which the right hon. Gentle- | 


man’s remarks had been received. He Noes, 121. 
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had no objection to the efforts which the 
Board of Agriculture were making in 
Ireland, and he did not object to the 
new effort which was being made by Lord 
Iveagh and Mr. Pirrie. They belonged 
toa noble band of Irishmen who were 
constantly striving to alleviate human 
suffering, in Ireland, which had been 
caused by the neglect of the House of 
Commons. With the greatest respect 
for those efforts he objected to the 
House of Commons perpetuating this 
infamous railway system, which was 
paralysing every Irish industry. The 
House ought either to deal with this 
question, or else let Irishmen deal with it 
for themselves. The Chief Secretary 
talked about preparing goods for the 
market instead of dealing with these 
admitted evils. Hehoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would accept the Motion 
which had been proposed, for that would 
at any rate be a step forward. The hon. 
Member opposite had made a strong 
speech in favour of the nationalisation of 
Irish railways and Zhe Times news- 
paper, which was not much prejudiced in 
favour of Ireland, hadalso advocated the 
nationalisation of the Irish railways as 
an urgent and necessary reform. He 
hoped that the right hon. Gentleman 
would at least accept the Motion. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 
as far as railway reform was concerned 
the right hon. Gentleman’s speech 
must be considered disappointing, 
although he had listened with very great 
pleasure to the scheme which the right 
hon. Gentleman had foreshadowed. He 
only wished to say that. once the sug- 
gested scheme was started, it would beim- 
possible to stop with the routes suggested, 
for routes were also required in a great 
many other districts which were quite as 
deserving of better means of com- 
munication. 


Question put: 


The House divided :—Ayes, 87: 
(Division List No. 13.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) | Blake, Edward 
Ainsworth, John Stirling Boland, John 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbt. Henry 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 


Burns, John 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland 


Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
_ Causton, Richard Knight 


Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
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Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kilbride, Denis 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 


Adjournment 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A( Wore 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dewar,Sir T.R(Tower Hamlets 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnE 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.Sir William Hart 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 

Fyler, John Arthur 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. E. (T’r Hamlets) 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham} 


WILD BIRDS PROTECTION ACTS | 
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Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Mooney, John J. 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 

O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 


NOES, 
Grenfell, William Henry 3 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hamilton,Margq of(L’nd’nderry 
Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside) 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hunt, Rowland 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kerr, John 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Sir Lees 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monmouth) 
Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks., N. R.) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir FrederickG. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


AMENDMENT BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 











of the House. 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 
Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Toulmin, George 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay 1. 
Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Cap- 
tain Donelan and Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien. 


Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pym, C. Guy 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford, 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. ¥. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col.A.C.E(Taunton 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—‘ir 
Alexander Acland - Hood, 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 


Twelve o'clock. 
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Returns, 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 24th February, 1904. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE 
BUSINESS. 


BILL 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
Bill; Charing Cross, Euston, and Hamp- 
stead Railway Bill; Great Northern 
and City Railway (Extension of Time) 
Bill; Humber Commercial Railway 
and Dock Bill: North Staffordshire 
Railway Bill; Surrey Commercial Dock 
Bill. Read a second time, and committed. 

London County Council (Tramways 
and Improvements) Bill (by Order). Read 
a second time, and committed. 


PETITIONS. 
LAND VALUES (ASSESSMENT AND 
RATING) BILL. 
Petition from Lewisham, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LICENCE HOLDERS. 


Petition from Scarborough, for redress 
of grievances; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENCES (RENEWAL). 

Petitions against alteration of Law; 
from Llwynhendy; Wrexham; Stock- 
port; Lincoln (two); Tovil; Keynsham; 
East Kent; Stanningley; Brynsiencyn; 
Cilfren; Maesteg; Esgairnant; Betch- 
worth; South Norwood; Law; Croy- 
don; Guildford; Newbridge; Leicester ; 
Lampeter; Gartmore; Llanhilleth; 
Gaediffaith; Engedi and Rhiw; Fou- 
bridge; Newcastle; Leeds; Newcastle 
Emlyn; Monkwearmouth; Southall ; 
and Accrington; to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON GOVERNMENT ACT, 1899. 


Petition from Islington, for alteration 
of Law; to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against; from Penryn, and 
lunbridge Wells; to lie upon the Table. 
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| MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS BILL. 


Petition from Abergavenny, in favour; 
_ to lie upon the Table. 


Report Sy ke, 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1904-5. 


Copy presented, of Army Estimates of 
| Effective and Non-Effective Services for 
the year ending 31st March, 1905 [by 
Command]; referred to the Committee 
of Supply, and to be printed. [No. 73.] 


ARMY (ORDNANCE FACTORIES, 1904-5). 


Copy presented, of the sum required 
for the year ending 3lst March, 1905, 
to defray the expense of the Ordnance 
Factories [by Command]; referred to the 
‘Committee of Supply, and to be printed. 
[No. 74.] 


ARMY (MEMORANDUM ON ESTIMATES) 


Copy presented, of Memorandum of 
the Secretary of State relating to the 
Army Estimates of 1904-5 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 


Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade respecting the Mother- 
well and Bellshill Railway (Abandon- 
ment) Order, and the objects thereof 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 3122 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICAN MINES (MORTALITY). 


Address for ‘‘ Return of the numbers 
‘and rate of mortality from («) accident, 
(b) other causes, among (1) the white 
miners, artisans, and labourers employed 
in the Rand Mines; (2) all classes of 
natives in the Rand Mines; (3) the 
British Central African natives in the 
Rand Mines; (4) the natives in the 
Rhodesian Mines; and (5) the natives in 
the De Beers’ Mines, Kimberley, during 
the last twelve months for which statistics 
are obtainable.”—(Mr. 7'revelyan.) 


2E 
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POOR LAW SUPERANNUATION 
(IRELAND) BILL. 

“To provide for Superannuation 
Allowances to certain local officers and 
servants in Ireland, for cortributions 
towards such allowances by such officers 
and servants, and to make other relative 
provisions,” presented by Mr. O'Malley; 
supported by Sir James Haslett, Mr. 
Hayden, Mr. Joseph Devlin, Mr. T. W. 
Russell, Mr. Condon, Mr. Joyce, Mr. 
Clancy, Mr. McGovern, and Mr. Lundon; 
to be read a second time upon Friday, 
4th March, and to be printed. [Bill 95.] 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
syn of London and Dublin 
tationery Offices. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he can state the average annual 
amounts expended during the last ten 
years on the principal items in connec- 
tion with the upkeep (as distinct from 
the amounts expended on_ books, 
stationery, and other requisites for the 
various departments) of the London 
Stationery Office and the Dublin 
Stationery Office respectively during 
those years, 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) The 
average annual amounts expended from 
the Vote for Stationery and Printing 
during the ten vears last completed in 
connection with the upkeep of the 
London Stationery Office and the 
Dublin Stationery Office have been re- 
spectively £34,220 and £3,058, making a 
total of £37,278. These figures include 
‘the amounts paid for salaries and wages 
for horses, carts, and incidental expenses, 
for police, and for printing, paper, etc. I 
am not in a position to state exactly the 
amounts spent from other Votes in con- 
nection with the upkeep of the two offices ; 
but the following are the estimated 
amounts taken from Returns printed with 
the Stationery Office Estimate. The esti- 
mated average annual expenses during 
the ten years for rent, furniture, fuel, 
and light have been in London £2,957, 
in Dublin £504. The figures for other 
items. ’./., rates, telegrams, postage, etc., 
cannot be stated separately. 
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Income and Expenditure of Patent Office- 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether he can state the 
average annual amount for the past ten 
years of the Patent Office Vote and Patent 
Office extra receipts respectively received 
in Great Britain and amount expended 
therein, and also state average annual 
amount of Patent Office extra receipts 
received from Ireland, and state average 
annual expenditure in Ireland during the 
same period. 


(. {nswe red hy Mr. Victor Cavendish, ) The 
average annual amount of the Vote for 
the Patent Office for the past ten years 
was £63,110, and the average annual 
amount of the receipt from Patent 
Stamps was £205,242, of which £969 was 
from Ireland. The separate figures of ex- 
penditure for Ireland cannot be stated. 


- Average Amount of Admiralty Vote 
Average Expenditure of same 
in Ireland. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether he can state the 
average annual amount of the Admiralty 
Vote for the past ten years, and give the 
annual average expenditure in connection 


with Haulbowline Dockyard and _ the 
coastguard service in Ireland during those 
years. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyiman.) The 
accounts of the Admiralty are not kept 
in such a form as to enable the information 
asked for in the latter part of the hon. 
Member's Question to be given. Any 
statement on the subject is necessarily 
incomplete and is nothing more then an 
approximation. The details as to naval 
expenditure during the past ten years will 
be found in a statement attached to the 
Navy Estimates which will be circulated 
to-night. 


Civil Service Pensions—Temporary 
Service. 

Mr. THORNTON (Clapham) : To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether, 
in view of the fact that temporary 
clerks who were certificated by the Civil 
Service Commissioners and entered the 
service between the end of the year 1870 
and August, 1871, and were afterwards 
promoted to permanent posts in the 
service, are allowed to reckon only hali 


of their continuous temporary service for 
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pension, and that temporary registered 
writers who first came into the service | 
between the same dates and were after- 
wards promoted to permanent posts are 
allowed to reckon all their continuous 
temporary service for pension, although 
the regulations with regard to pension 
under which each of the above classes 
entered the service were identical, he will, 
under these circumstances, take steps 
under Clause 3 of the Superannuation Act 
of 1887 to allow those who were formerly 
temporary clerks to reckon in like 
manner all their continuous service for 
pension. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The rule which has been in force for the 
last fifteen years is that copyists or 
writers placed on the permanent establish- 
ment are allowed to count one-half of 
their previous service for pension. It is 
true that, under a special concession made 
twenty years ago, writers employed before 
19th August, 1871, and afterwards,without 
interruption of service, transferred to the 
establishment, are allowed to reckon their 
whole service for pension; but I see no 
sufficient ground for extending this con- 
cession to other cases than those which it 
was intended to meet. 


Increase of Salary for Chief Clerks to 
urveyors of Taxes. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, §.): To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether, in 
view of the increase in the work of chief 
clerks to surveyors of taxes, it is proposed 
to increase the present annual increment. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The wages of clerks in all grades in the 
ofices of surveyors of taxes were 
thoroughly revised in 1900, when sub- 
stantial improvements were made in their 
rates of pay, and no addition to their incre- 
ments seems called for. 


Amount of Corn Duty Repaid Last Year. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron Wald- 
en): Toask Mr.Chancellorof theExchequer 
if he willstate what was the total amount 
ofthe 1s. per quarter duty on corn repaid 
by the Treasury last year to those who 
held stocks of foreign corn in the United 
Kingdom; and what amount of the 
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remitted tax, if any, was paid to the 
producer of the imported corn. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The total amount of duty repaid under 
Section 1, Sub-section 4, of the Finance 
Act, 1903, to those who held stocks of 
grain, &c., on which duty had been paid, 
is £362,342 12s. 7d. The repayments 
were confined by the terms of the Act to 
persons proving to the satisfaction of the 
Customs that they had in their stock or 
possession on the appointed date grain or 
articles on which the duty had been paid. 
This provision obviously could not in- 
clude any stocks remaining in the posses- 
sion of the foreign producer at the time. 


English Whisky sold as Irish or Scotch. 

Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, 
in view of the fact that many brewers 
and blenders who own tied houses supply 
them with English spirit which they 
compel their tenants to sell as old Irish 
and Scotch whisky, he will in the 
interests of both commercial morality 
and the public health, cause instructions 
to be issued with a view to putting an 
end to these practices. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
There is noevidence before me to support 
the allegation made in the Question. 


Absence of County Court Judges—Pay- 
ment of Deputies. 

Mr. MARSHALL HALL (Lancashire, 
Southport) : To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, in view of the fact that 
County Court Judges during temporary 
absence from illness or other cause are 
compelled to find, and pay out of their 
own pockets, the deputies who sit for 
them, whether he will introduce a Bill to 
relieve them from this burden. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Any legislation by the Government in 
relation to the County Courts will be in 
the hands of the Lord Chancellor, to 
whom I will communicate the hon. and 
learned Memter’s suggestions. 


Effects of Maritime War on Shipping and 
Commercial Transactions. 
Yar- 


Str JOHN COLOMB (Great 
mouth): To ask the President of the 
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Board of Trade whether he has any 
official information showing that the con- 
ditions of maritime war have produced 
any material alterations in commercial 
ani shipping transactions between the 
United Kingdom, British Colonies or 
Possessions abroad, with either Japan or 
Russia; and, if so, can he state generally 
their main features. 


(Juestions. 


{COMMONS} 





Sir JOHN COLOMB: To ask the} 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
any branch of his Department ischarged 


with the duty of observing and recording | 
any important current changes in com: | 


mercial and shipping operations of Russia 
and Japan under the varying conditions 
of maritime war; and, if so, whether 
current information so obtained, if of 
importance to British merchants and 
shippers, is communicated promptly to 
the trade and shipping centres of the 
Empire. 


(Answered hy Mr, Gerald Balfour.) The 
time that has elapsed since the beginning 
of the war is too short to enable me to 
make any general statement as to its 
effect on British commercial and shipping 
transactions. In reply, however, to this 
and the following Question of the hon. 
Member I may assure him that the 
position is being carefully watched by 


| hamshire, Bassetlaw): 





the Commercial and Marine Departments 
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of the Board of Trade, in consultation 
with other Government Offices, and that 
all information received which is of im- 
portance to British traders and which can 
properly be made public will be promptly 
communicated to those interested by 
publication or otherwise. 


Value of British and Irish Exports to 
North American Colonies. 

Str FREDERICK MILNER (Notting- 
To ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether, 
in view of the fact that since the de- 
nunciation by Lord Salisbury, in 1897, 
of the Treaties of 1862 and 1865 with the 
German Zollverein and Belgium, British 
goods have been admitted into Canada 
with « rebate of 25 per cent., which 
was increased in 1901 to 33} per cent., 
he will state the total value of exports 
of British and Irish produce to North 
American Colonies in 1897, 1898, 1900, 
and in 1902 after the rebate had been 
raised to 33} per cent., and in 193. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
25 per cent. rebate given by the Dominion 
of Canada began on Ist August, 1898, 
and the 33} per cent. rebate on Ist July, 


——_——_—_——. -—- se — 
——————_—_. ee 


1900. I give below the particulars 
required for each year since 1897, 
inclusive. : 





Value of Exports of British and Irish Produce from the 


Years. 


Dominion of Canada. 


t 
5,171,850 


1s97 

1898 5,838,000 
1899 6,969,535 
1900 7,605,257 
1901 7,785,472 
1902 10,345,256 
1903 11,105,011 


United Kingdom. 


Newfoundland. Total to North 


American Colonies. 
£ £ 
304,341 5,476,191 
316,773 6,154,773 
377,607 7,347,142 
521,453 8,126,710 ( 


358,223 8,143,695 


375,069 10,720,325 


392,119 11,497,130 
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Education (Scotland) Bill—Date of Intro- 
uction. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 
the Lord Advocate whether the Educa- 
tion (Scotland) Bill will be introduced 
before Easter. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
Inthe absence of my right hon. friend the 
Leader of the House I am unable to give 
any undertaking as to the course of 
business. The Bill, however, will he 
introduced on the first available oppor- 
tunity. 


Mayor of Londonderry—Residential 
Qualification. 


Mr. O’DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To 
ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether his attention has keen called to 
the fact that the present occupant of the 
Londonderry Mayoralty has no residential 
habitation within the city of Londonderry 
as required by the Charter of Charles 
II.; and whether, in view of the fact 
that penalties attach to the holding of 
the office under such circumstances, he 
will say what steps, if any, the Govern- 
ment purpose taking in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) 1 am not 
aware of the provision of the Charter to 
which the Question refers. The present 
mayor is a local government elector of 
the city of Londonderry, and even if the 
Charter mentioned contains a clause 
such as is suggested, there is strong 
ground for contending that it is impliedly 
repealed by the Municipal Corporations 
Act of 1840 and the Local Government 
Act of 1898, and the Orders adapted 
thereunder. In these circumstances it 
is not a case for Government interference. 
Any person aggrieved can take proceed- 
ings in the King’s Bench Division to 
determine the question. 


Purchase of O’Grady Estate. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state if any negotiations for the purchase 
of the O'Grady Estate, consisting of the 
townlands of Cam and Garrycam, have 
yet been entered into with the Estate 
Commissioners ; and, if so, will he direct 
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that no time be lost in giving effect to 
the sale. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) No 
application has been made to the Com- 
missioners in respect of the sale of this 
property. 


Flooding of the River Riffey, County 
Longford. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that, in 
consequence of insufficient sinking, the 
River Riffey, which flows through the 
townlands of Clonwhelan and Cam, in 
county Longford, constantly floods these 
townlands in time of rain; whether he 
is aware that, on llth September in 
last year, two men were drowned in 
consequence of the floods caused by this 
river; and will he direct the attention 
of the Board of Works to the immediate 
necessity of providing funds for the 
proper sinking and embanking of this 
river. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) I am 
informed that two men were drowned 
on the date mentioned in the flood on 
the public road near Clonwhelan. The 
townlands referred to are not comprised 
in a drainage district, and in the absence 
of a properly constituted drainage board 
the Board of Works have no power to 
advance money for the purposes of 
arterial drainage. I am making further 
inquiry, however, with a view to ascer- 
tain to what causes the floods complained 
of are due. 


Marine Works ai Cape Clear. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state when the proposed works (under 
the Marine Act) at Cape Clear will be 
commenced ; and whether, in view of 
the present condition of the harbour, he 
will have them expedited. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Tenders 
are about to be invited for these works. 
If a satisfactory tender be received and 
the weather be favourable they will b> 
undertaken forthwith. 
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Sale of Irish Society's Estates. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY: To ask the’ 
Chief Secretary to the Lord - Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the evidence submitted to the Select 
Committee of this House on Land Acts 
(Ireland) in Session 1894, and of the 
pending sale to the agricultural tenants, 
the Government will consider the advisa- 
bility of reappointing the Committee in 
order to provide that the capital realised 
by the sale of the estates will be held in 
trust for the people of Londonderry and 
district, and not taken away to London 
as happened in the case of the sale by 
the Grocers and other London companies 
to their Irish tenantry. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
hon. Member has sent me a newspaper 
report, from which it appears that the 
Irish Society proposes to sell its estates 
under the Act of last year. The purchase 
money must be applied in the first place 
in repaying the large loans which have 
been made to the Society by the Board 
of Works and raised on debentures issued 
under Parliamentary authority for public 
improvements in Derry and Coleraine, 
and in discharging other charges on the 
Society’sestates. Any surplus that may 
remain will be expended by the Society, 
as in the past, for the benefit of London- 
derry and Coleraine, and adjoining 
districts. 


Cost of Extra Police in Castlebar and 
Wexford. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a sum of £920 has been levied 
on the districts of Castlebar and Wexford 
for extra police; and whether, consider- 
ing the condition of those districts and 
the difficulty experienced by the inhabi- 
tants in meeting their liabilities, he will 
see that this sum is refunded. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) There is 
no power to refund any portion of the 
charge levied pursuant to statutory 
authority in respect of the cost of 
employment of extra forces of police. 


Increased Barrack Accommodation at 
Bermuda. 


Sir FREDERICK MILNER: To ask 


the Secretary of State for War, having 
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regard to the fact that in Bermuda the 
permanent barracks are not sufficient to 
accommodate the troops there, and that 
both officers and men have to live in bell 
tents, whether he would provide them 
with more convenient and suitable tents: 
and whether, seeing that three-fifths of 
the married men on the strength at 
Bermuda have to leave their families 
behind, contrary to the terms of engage- 
ment, he will consider the advisability 
of removing this cause of dissatisfaction. 


(A nswered hy Mr. A rnold- 
Forster.) The point raised concerning 
the nature of the tents provided for the 
officers and men will be referred to the 
General Officer Commanding for his 
consideration. Practically the whole of 
the accommodation at the station is 
under reconstruction at the present time, 
and additional married quarters are 
being provided as fast as possible under 
the Military Works Loan. In the mean- 
time the families who are separated from 
the troops are drawing separation allow- 
ance. It must be pointed out that the 
provision of quarters for families on the 
married strength does not form part of 
the terms of engagement. 


Neeretaury 


WUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South African Military Railways. 

*Mr. J. S. AINSWORTH (Argyll): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he will state on what terms the Imperial 
Military Railways of South Africa have 
been transferred to the civil Governments 
of the Transvaal and Orange River States; 
what claim these Governments have as 
against the expenditure of £900,000 by 
the British Government on those railways, 
and what the claim of £1,250,000 by the 
British Government against the civil 
Governments of these States represents ; 
and why the Imperial Military Railways 
were transferred to the civil Goverments 
before these claims were investigated and 
settled. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR) Mr. Arnop-Forster, Belfast, W.): 
As the railways in the Orange Free State 
and Transvaal were conquered they were 
taken over and worked by the Army. 








of 
su 


m 





44 
he 


at 
‘1 


_~ eS Fw. 








845 (Questions. 


At the termination of the war they were 
handed over to the civil Governments of 
those Colonies without payment. The 
claim of £1,250,000 (which includes the 
sum of £900,000 referred to) represents 
approximately the amount expended out 
of Army funds on the construction of new 
lines, and the provision of additional 
rolling stock which was admitted to be 
veneficial to the new Colonies on taking 
over the railways, and so recoverable from 
them. The Colonies have admitted the 
correctness of the above claim, but pre- 
ferred a counter-claim for the deteriora- 
tion to the lines and rolling stock, while 


inmilitary use, on the ground that very 


large expenditure would have to be in- 
curred from colonial revenues to make 
this good. This counter-claim would, 
though not expressed in figures, in the 
opinion of the civil Government, extin- 
guish the War Office claim. His Majesty’s 
(overnment have declined to admit this 
counter-claim on the ground that these 
railways, which were held and maintained 
by the Army, did not become an asset of 
tie Colonies until handed over by the 
military authorities on the termination 
of hostilities. Itwas obviously necessary 
to hand over the lines at the termination 
of the war to the civil Administration, 
subject so the reservation of the claim in 
question. 


*Mr. J.S. AINSWORTH: Are we to 
understand that in addition to the £900,000 
and £1,250,000 a further claim has been 
made by the local Governments against 
the Imperial Government ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There is a 
counter-claim by the civil Government. 


*Mr. J. S.*AINSWORTH: For how 
much ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Practically 
the same amount as our claim against 
them. It is in respect of the deteriora- 
tion of the line. 


*Mr. J. S. AINSWORTH asked how 
soon these claims would be settled. 


‘Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he could 
not tell. The matter was out of the 
hands of the War Office. 
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South African Mines—Mortality 
Statistics. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W. R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he will 
grant the Return relating to the rate of 


|mortality in the South African mines 


standing on to-day’s Paper. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretton, War- 
wick and Leamington) : I will endeavour 
to obtam such a Return as soon as 
possible. 


Transvaal Labour Ordinance— 
Hours of Work. 

Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether any 
provision has been made in the regula- 
tions attached to the Chinese Labour 
Ordinance of the Transvaal for limiting 
the number of howrs in each day, and the 
number of days in each week, during 
which indentured labourers may be re- 
quired to work underground ; and, if so, 
whether he will state that limit; also 
whether he has arranged that one day in 
seven shall be given them as a day of 
rest corresponding to our Sunday. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: Lam not in a 
position to make a definite statement at 
present as to the number. This is one ot 
the matters which is being provided for 
in the regulations which are under ceon- 
sideration. I may, however, inform the 
hon. Member that in the mines ten hours 
shifts are the general rule. Practically 
no work is done in the mines from 5 a.m. 
on Sundays till 7 a.m. on Monday as the 
result of the Sunday Labour Law. 


Mr. BAYLEY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman put the existing law into 
force with regard to the Chinese who are 
imported. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : The existing law 


| will apply. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
The right hon. Gentleman has stated that 
the regulations are under consideration. 
Are the House to understand that they 
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have not yet been settled ; and if that is 
the case, when will they be settled ? 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : They will not be 
settled completely for five or six years ; 
but the substantial pledges which I have 
given to the House with regard to the 
regulations are now actually under con- 
sideration and will, I think, be settled in 
a very short time. 


Transit Regulations for the Chinese 
ourers. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the conveyance of 
labourers from China to Africa, under 
the Transvaal Labourers’ Ordinance, is 
to be conducted in all cases subject to 
the provisions of the China Passenger 
Ships Act of 1855. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: The Chinese Pas- 
sengers Act of 1855 and the Ordinance 
of Hong-Kong No. 1 of 1889 apply to 
every ship carrying from any port in 
Hong-Kong and every British ship 
carrying from any port in China. If in 
any case embarkation should take place 
from any ports of ships not within the 
ambit of those Acts (which is not con- 
templated) regulations not less protective 
to the emigrant will be framed. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: Am I to under- 
stand that the right hon. Gentleman 
gives a promise that the provisions of 
this Act will apply to labourers imported 
from China / 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I have answered 
the Question accurately. I think the 
hon. Member’s Question did not quite 
recapitulate the effect of my answer. 
The Act applies to Hong-Kong as 
regards all ships, and it applies to every 
British ship carrying from any port in 
China. It would be practically im- 
possible to get outside the ambit of that 
Act, but if by any chance that was done 
regulations would be framed to meet the 
case. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: The other night 
the right hon. Gentleman quoted this 
Act and laid stress upon his promise. 
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“Protector ’ of the Chinese. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester 
shire, Stroud): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State forthe Colonies if he willsay on 
what fund the salary of the Protector 
of Chinese will be charged. 
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*Mr. LYTTELTON: The salary of the 
Protector of Chinese, who in the Ordi- 
nance is designated Superintendent of 
Labourers, will be paid from Transvaal 
Funds. 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN: What oppor- 
tunity will the House have of criticising 
the conduct of these officials } 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order. Order! That 
does not arise on this Question. 


Macedonian Gendarmerie. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether His Majesty's 
Government have yet received the pro- 
posals of the officers entrusted with the 
task of drawing up a scheme for the re- 
organisation of the gendarmerie in Mace- 
donia; and, if so, will he state to the 
House the substance of their proposals. 


Tae UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Percy. 
Kensington, 8.): The proposals for the 
reorganisation of the Macedonian gendar- 
merie are still under discussion at Con- 
stantinople and have not yet been finally 
settled. I hope shortly to be in a 
position to give the House further infor- 
mation on the subject. 


The ‘“ Mandjur.” 
Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs a Question of which I 
have given him private notice—namely, 
whether there is any foundation for the 
report that His Majesty’s Consul-General 
at Shanghai associated himself with the 
demand that the Russian cruiser, “‘ Mand- 
jur,” should leave that port. 


Earzt PERCY: No, Sir. His Majesty’s 
Consul-General took no part whatever in 
the demand for the withdrawal of the 
“ Mandjur.” 
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Questions. 


Metropolitan Police Magistracy. 

Sir THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether he is aware that inconvenience 
is experienced in the Metropolitan Police 
Courts owing to there being an insuffi- 
cient number of stipendiary magistrates 
to cope with the work, and will he con- 
sider the expediency of adding to their 
number. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
cHe HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Axers- 
DoveLas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): The 
matter is one which has been constantly 
under consideration; but I do not see 
my way at the present time to ask the 
Treasury to increase the charge on 
Imperial Funds for the Police Court ser- 
vice of the Metropolis. I think any 
inconvenience there may be arises from 
the difficulty of arranging the sittings of 
the magistrates rather than from the 
insufficiency of numbers. 


Tuberculosis -Milk Vending Regulations. 

*Mr. CHAPMAN (Cheshire, Hyde): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether, pending the 
Report of the Royal Commission on 
Tuberculosis, he will take steps to prevent 
the insertion in Private Bills, promoted 
by local authorities, of clauses affecting 
the sale of milk applicable only to 
particular districts. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watrer 
Lone, Bristol, S.): The clauses referred to 
have been included in a number of Local 
Acts since the Royal Commission was 
appointed. Whether they be inserted in 
any particular Bill is a matter for the 
consideration of the Committee on that 
Bill. but I could not undertake to inter- 
fere in the manner desired by my hon. 
friend. 


Gipsy Encampments—Model Bye-Laws. 
Ligvt.-Cotonen TUFNELL (Essex, 
S.E.): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether 
his attention has been called to a 
communication from the Rochford Rural 
District Council pointing out that, not- 
Withstanding the adoption by local 


{24 Fesruary 1904} 








850 


(uestions. 


authorities of the model bye-law® 
of the Local Government Board with 
respect to tents, vans, sheds, and similar 
structures, and the fact that prosecutions 
and fines have followed their adoption, 
the nuisance caused by gipsies tends to 
increase; and, if so, whether the Local 
Government Board will revise the model 
bye-laws with a view to their being made 
more stringent in the interests of public 
health. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have seen 
the communication referred to. The 
model series of bye-laws issued by my 
Department are intended as a general 
guide to local authorities in preparing 
bye-laws for their districts, and I am 
not aware that local authorities have 
usually found the particular series in 
question to be insufficient. It is, how- 
ever, competent for the Rochford Rural 
District Council, subject to the provisions 
of the enactment relating to the matter, 
to make bye-laws in addition to those 
included in the model series. If they 
submit any such bye-laws to me I shall 
be happy to give consideration to them. 


Irish Coastguards and Illegal Trawling. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) : Ibeg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he can state if coastguards in 
Ireland are required to take any, and, if 
so, what steps to prevent fishing boats 
from illegally trawling in their districts ; 
and whether any change has been made 
in the coastguard regulations in this 
respect. 


*Tue CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Arruur Lee, Hampshire, 
Fareham): It is not the duty of the coast- 
guard to take any active steps to prevent 
fishing boats from illegally trawling in 
their districts, but they are ordered to 
telegraph direct to the Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction, 
Dublin, intelligence of any cases of illegal 
trawling which may come under their 
observation. No change has been made 
in the coastguard regulations in this 
respect. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Is it not the fact 
that the trawling plant when seized is 
resold at a nominal figure? Will the 
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hon. Gentleman take steps to secure its 
destruction in future cases ? 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: 


information as to that. 


{ have no 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I can assure the 
hon. Gentleman it is the case. 


Irish Military Canteens--Sale to Civilians. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that the 
managers of military canteens supply 
civilians, particularly in county towns 
in Ireland, with goods; and, if so, will 
he state whether this is in accordance 
with military rules ; and whether, with 
a view of preventing interference with 
the interests of local traders, he will 
take steps to secure the discontinuance 
of this practice. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The King’s 
Regulations in paragraph 1015, which 
deals with purchases at canteens, lays 
down that “ No Civilians are to be 
allowed to purchase articles in any of 
the establishments at any time.” There 
is no reason to believe that this regula- 
tion is infringed and I shall be glad if 
the hon. Member will furnish me with 
any particulars giving grounds for the 
statement contained in the Question. 


Mr. THOMAS O‘DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
take steps to stop this practice ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Ifthe hon. 
Member can give me any evidence of 
irregularity I will do my best to stop it. 


Pettigo Petty Sessional Bench. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that of the seven magis- 
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trates who constitute the petty sessions 
bench of Pettigo one only is a Roman 
Catholic; and whether, having regard 
to the fact that a majority of the 
population of the district consists of 
members of the Roman Catholic Faith, 
will any, and, if so, what steps be taken 
to secure to that majority greater repre- 
sentation on the magisterial bench. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The fact 
is, I believe, as stated in the first part of 
the Question. Recommendations for the 
appointment of gentlemen to the Com- 
mission of the Peace are made to the 
Lord Chancellor orthe Lieutenant of the 
county. Any such recommendations. if 
made, will be duly considered. 


*Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): What are 
the necessary qualifications for a magi- 
strate ¢ 


[No answer was returned. }. 


Irish Department of Agriculture 
Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will grant the Return standing on 
to-day’s Paper dealing with the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, Dublin. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
for West Cavan has already been granted 
a Return containing all the information 
indicated, with the exception of that sug- 
gested in the last column of the further 
Return proposed. There is no recor of 
the nationality of ofticials. 


The following is the Return referred 
es 


Department of Agriculture (1ublin). 
Return dealing with officers in the De- 
partment of Agriculture, Dublin, in the 
following form :— 


T 
| 


Examination passed. 
Other qualifications. 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Does the right hon. Gentleman mean to 
say it is impossible to state the nationality 
of these officials? Is that not absurd ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It would not be 
impossible to obtain the information. But 
all the rest of the information asked for 
is already embodied in Returns which 
have been given, and I did not think it of 
sutlicient importance to get another Return 
for that one purpose. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: But will you 


get it now ? 


Mr. WYNDHAMs: I will consider the 
point. 


Irish Evicted Tenants. 

Me. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
having regard to the difficulty of land- 
lords and evicted tenants agreeing upon 
the future rent of the holdings from 
which the tenants were evicted, and the 
consequent delay in the reinstatement of 
such tenants, and further, having regard 
to the fact that in many cases the evicted 
tenants cannot be provided for until a 
sale of the estate on which the evicted 
lands are situate takes place, he will 
introduce a clause in the amending Land 
Bill providing for their more speedy re- 
instatement and settlement. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Such difficulties, 
in so far as they exist, have been sur- 
mounted on the Coolgreany Estate, and 
Ihave no reason to believe that they 
will prove intractable elsewhere. I am 
not prepared to depart from the pro- 
visions embodied in the Act of last year 
by consent, after full debate. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman make an 
effort to bring about the reinstatement 
in county Kerry of evicted tenants on 
estates whieh are not at present for sale, 


and where the holdings are still vacant ? 


[No answer was returned]. 


Irish Butter. 
Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
tae Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
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state on what date the Department of 
Agriculture for Ireland expect to be able 
to publish the statistics of the shipments 
of butter from Ireland to this country, 
and will he explain why the Department 
have failed to do this. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Some of the local 
bodies concerned are not yet in a posi- 
tion to furnish complete returns. When 
these have been received the Department 
will lose no time in publishing the 
statistics referred to. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork Co., N.): In view 
of the probable early introduction of the 
Butter Bill can we have the Return at 
once? It is important. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I will represent 
that to the Department. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman get statistics as to the jm- 
portation into Ireland of foreign butter. 
We believe there is some mixing locally. 


{No answer was returned}. 


Irish Police and Freemasonry. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
late Sergeant Straghan, of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary, Belfast, passed through all 
the offices of the Donegore True Blue 
Masonic Lodge, No. 92, including that of 
worshipful master, was in high rank as a 
Companion of Royal Arch Chapter, 97, 
and was one of the founders and first 
secretary of Symon’s Masonic Lodge, No. 
278; whether he can state if any of his 
superior officers who recommended the 
late sergeant for promotion were mem- 
bers of any of these Lodges, or whether 
any constables who served under him 
were members; and whether, in view 
of the fact that membership of this 
society may be subversive of discipline 
in the Force and is repugnant to the 
majority of the Irish people, he will 
issue instructions to the Koval Irish 
Constabulary on the subject. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has forwarded to me a newspaper report 
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of the death of this member of the 
Force. The report eulogises the late 
sergeant, who is stated to have enjoyed 
the highest reputation as a peace officer 
for the honourable and independent dis- 
charge of his duties. The suggestion | 
that he secured special privileges because | 
he was a Mason is without foundation. 
Members of the Constabulary are 
allowed to attend Masonic meetings 
provided their absence does not inter- 
fere with the performance of their public 
duties. It is not proposed to issue 
instructions such as are suggested in the 
Question. 


Head Constable Moore, R.I.C. 
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Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the | 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 
of Ireland whether he can state where | 
Head Constable Moore, whom he stated | 
last session to have been transferred to. 
Greencastle, county Antrim, on tem- | 
porary duty, is now stationed, and 
whether he is in receipt of extra re- 
muneration for temporary duty. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This head con- 
stable is still at Greencastle. He is not 
in receipt of extra remuneration. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: When will he be 


removed ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not interfere 


in such minor matters. 


Police Constable Walsh of Rostrevor. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lientenant of 
Ireland whether Poiice Constable Walsh, 
of Rostrevor, county Down, has been 
censured for attending in uniform an open 
air sectarian meeting in that town; 
whether he is aware that, on a previous 
occasion, this constable distributed copies 
of a sectarian newspaper to workmen 
employed in the town; that he made a 
collection of money in Rostrevor in 1900 
at the instance of the Church Mission 
Society : that complaints have been made 
as to his molesting a lady visitor to the | 
town ; and, if so, will he say whether this 
lady has been afforded an opportunity of | 
identifying Walsh ; and whether, in view 
of complaints against him for provoking 
religions controversies, it is proposed to 
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retain this policeman in a Roman Catholic 
district. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The constable 
attended, in uniform, an out-door religious 


meeting ; he was not censured for having 
done so. He gave away a few copies 
lof the Sritish Workman 


newspaper 
about three years ago. He made a 
collection m 1900 for the Indian Famine 
Fund and holds a receipt for the sum 
collected. He made no other collection. 
Complaint was made that a policeman 
spoke on religious matters to a lady 
visitor ; it was not alleged that Walsh 
was the constable. He holds a high 
record for good police service, and his 
superior officers have no reason to believe 
that he will not continue to perform his 
duties without offence to any section of 


| the inhabitants. It is not intended to 


transfer him to another district. 


Mr. MACVEACH: Is it not the fact 
that this man has been twice censured by 
the Inspector-General for interference in 
religious questions, Will he be continued 


| in a Catholic district ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My information 


does not bear that out. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I have a letter to 
that effect from the Inspector-General. 


Irish Local Taxation--Weekly 
Tenements. 

Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he received from the 
Macroom Urban Council a resolution, 
passed on the 11th December, 1903, to the 
effect that the members considered the 
clause or section in the Local Govern- 
ment Act of 1898 defective, which makes 
the occupants of weekly tenements liable 
for rates and which relieves the owners 
who were hitherto liable; and, if so, will 
he consider the advisability of such an 


/amendment of the existing Act as would 


secure that, as formerly, the owners of 
property of a valuation of £4 and under 
should be made liable for the rates. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Act of 1898 
was based on the principle that the 
occupier should be rated, and the Agri- 
cultural Grant was fixed upon this 
understanding. The fundamental change 
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suggested is neither practicable nor desir- 
able. 


Mr. SHEEHAN: Is it not the fact 
that in consequence of this provision in 
the Irish Local Government Act, tenants 
of these tenements have to pay more 
rates than formerly ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I 


notice. 


must ask for 


Mr. SHEEHAN: Have you not re- 
ceived many representations from public 
bodies in Ireland on this point ? 


Me. 


the Question on the Paper. I do not 


propose to suggest any amendment of | 


the law. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 


Penrith) in the Chair.] 


CIVIL SERVICES (SUPPLEMENTARY) 
ESTIMATES, 1903-4. 
Cuass_ I. 

1. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, ‘‘ That a Supplementary sum, 
not exceeding £7,300, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1904, for Expenditure in respect of Royal 
Palaces.” 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) moved the 
reduction of the Vote by £100, on the 
ground that the amount asked for ought 
to be included in the Army and Navy 
Votes, and that a promise had been given 
on the previous occasion that no further 
money under this head should be placed 
on the Civil Service Estimates. He said 
he ought perhaps to have moved the 
Adjournment so that the Vote might be 
put in its proper place, but under the 
circumstances it was perhaps sufficient— 
in order to maintain the right of the 
House in this matter—to propose a small 
reduction. ° 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £7,209, be 
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granted for the said Service.”—-(J/r. 


Whitley.) 


Lorpd BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley) thought the explanation he had 
to give would satisfy the hon. Member. 
Last year several Members complained of 
the manner in which this item was treated 
in the Estimates, Osborne House being 
used as aconvalescent home for naval and 
military officers. It had accordingly been 
arranged that in the forthcoming 
Estimates Osborne House should appear 
stillin Class I, but as aseparate Vote. It 





was, however, necessary that the Supple- 
mentary Estimate of this year should be 


WYNDHAM : I have answered | framed in correspondence with the original 


| 


| Estimate. 


| 

| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
did not think that the explanation of 
the noble Lord met the case, as it was 
| still proposed to keep in the Civil Service 
| Estimates a Vote which was essentially an 
Army and Navy Vote. That was not 
giving effect to the undertaking entered 
into last year. He should therefore 
give his support to the Amendment of 
the hon. Member opposite. 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 
thought the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn was a little bit unreasonable. The 
explanation of the noble Lord was per- 
fectly satisfactory, and had any other 
course been adopted the hon. Member 
would have been one of the first to com- 
plain had the Supplementarv Vote been 
put under a distinct heading which had 
no correlative in the vear’s Estimates. 





Lorp BALCARRES reminded the 
Committee that the expenditure of this 
Vote was controlled by the Office of Works 
under a statute passed by the House 
two or three years ago. It was there- 


fore impossible to include it in the 
Army and Navy Estimates. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will my 


noble friend submit that point to the 
Public Accounts Committee and abide by 
its decision ? 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY ro 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Victor Caven- 
DIgH, Derbyshire, W.) said he could 
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not answer that question off-hand. The 
matter of Osborne House was governed 
by statute. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.), as a Mem- 
ber of the Public Accounts Committee, 
could not recollect ever having had a 
question of that kind to consider. Their 
duty was to see that money was applied 
to the purposes for which it was voted 
by the House of Commons. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY 
(Camberwell, Peckham) also did not 
think it came within the province of 
the Committee to decide under what 
head a Vote should appear. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: It has been 
done before. 


Sirk FREDERICK BANBURY said 
he could not remember any instance of 
that having been done. Could the hon. 
Member cite one ? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Yes, but is 
this in order ? 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
started it himself ? 


Mere. GIBSON BOWLES. Then I 
can assure the hon. Member that before 
his time and mine the question as to 
what Estimate a Vote should appear 
under was referred to the Public Accounts 
Committee. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY said his 
hon. friend evidently could not cite a 
concrete case. He seemed rather to be 


making a mountain out of a molehill. | 


Osborne House was given by the King to 
the nation. It was a Royal palace, and 
to all intents and purposes continued as 


such. What object would be gained by | 


shifting the Vote from its present place 


would only tend to deprive it of its historic 
character—it would be removing a small 


landmark for the mere sake of altering | 


the accounts. The real duty of the 
Public Accounts Committee was to see 
that the nation got value for the money 


which was expended, and nothing in the | 


!COMMONS} 


| the original Estimate, he 
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| gained by merely transferring the Vote 
| from one Estimate to another. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Univer- 
sity) supported the view of the hon, 
Member for King’s Lynn. Part of the 
functions of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee was to give recommendations to 
the House as to the way in which the 
Estimates should be brought forward. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
said the argument that this was a Royal 
palace, which in fact it never was, over- 
looked the statute which fixed the 
stutus of Osborne House. It was obvious- 
ly desirable that a Vote applicable to 
the Army and Navy should appear in 
its proper class, so that the total Vote 
for the Services might be known and 
correct, and although it was perhaps 
necessary that this Vote should appear, 
for this session only, where it now 
did, because it had its correlative in 
hoped tiie 
opinion of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee would be taken as to the position 
it should occupy in the future. But he 
rose in order to enter his protest against 
the great difference between the original 
and the revised Estimate. In this case 
the revised Estimate was practically 
double the original Estimate. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.) 
said that as faras he could judge there was 
no necessity to discuss this matter further 
because the Government majority had 
arrived. 


Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Brightsi le) 
said he would try to show that the spirit 
of vigilant criticism was not wanting on 
his side of the House. It had been very 
pertinently pointed out that this item was 
double the original Estimate. He 
thought the Leader of the Opposition 
might have condescended to take notice 


) Pe of this great difference between the ori- 
to the Army and Navy Estimates? It 


ginal and the revised Estimate. Surelv 
they might have some explanation as to 
this very extraordinary discrepancy. They 
would like to know more about this scheme 


| for turning Osborne House into a con- 


valescent home. He remembered that 
on one occasion the hon. Member for 
Mid Lanark kept the House for a whole 


shape of efficiency could possibly be | hour before the holidays discussing this 
I 


Mr. Victor Cavendish, 
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item, and it was surprising that a gentle- | on the Army Votes. He wanted to have 
man of his keen critical faculty should be | some explanation as to why the amount 
absent. He should be glad to have some | had been doubled. That was not a satis- 
information as to the progress of the work | factory way of dealing with the House of 
there. Commons. When voting money they 
wanted to know what they were about. 
Mr. WHITLEY asked if it was in order | No one could say that the House of 
to discuss these matters on the Supple- |Commons would grudge money for a 
mentary Estimate. matter of this sort, but how could there be 
adequate accounting and a proper check 
*T'ae CHAIRMAN : I think the hon. | on expenditure if they were going to have 
Member is going rather wide of the ques- | a Vote doubled in this way. Generous as 
tion, although he is entitled to ask why | the House of Commons was they did 
that sum is asked for and how it is to be | not like to be asked in the first instance 
expended. to vote a sum of money for a particular 
purpose and afterwards to vote twice 
Me. WILLIAM REDMOND: You the original sum when the bill came in. 
have a majority of fifteen now. 








: ; Lorp BALCARRES said the hon. 

Mr. J. F. HOPE said he wished to have | Baronet the Member for South Islington 
some details given as to what steps had | pag complained of this Vote being 
been taken to secure proper sanitary | included in the Civil Service Estimates 
arrangements. He should like some | instead of being included in the Army 
medical Member of the House to give his | Votes. It might be that, as presented 
opinion upon this point. This wasvery | now, the Vote was misleading, but 
necessary in the case of Osborne House, | jt would be still more misleading if it 
because the Isle of Wight had an ex- | were put under the Army Votes. It was 
tremely relaxing climate. He had some | impossible to allocate this Vote to any 
doubts as to whether his noble friend | single Department which would cover the 
could fully satisfy him on these points, but | whole service. Not only did it deal with 
perhaps he would say as much as he knew, Army and Navy matters, but it must be 


and he would perhaps answer them more | remembered that the Vote dealt with 
fully when the arrangements had been | 


: ™ | certain charges in connection with 
more advanced, They could not scruti- | Qshorne House, which, according to His 
nise these items too much, for if they got 


; : : | Gracious Majesty’s desire, was now thrown 
into the habit of allowing £7,300 to pass A ee 


Z : | open to the public irrespective of Army or 
without adequate attention they might | Navy purposes. It dealt with the grounds 
get into the habit of passing £730,000 or 1 


ade - | of the estate to which the public would 
£7,300,000 in the same way. | have access; and finally it dealt with 
| certain Royal residences which clearly 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said the | must come under the Office of Works, 
Government majority now stood at|and which could not possibly be 
twenty. allocated to the War Office. The hon. 
Member had asked him as to the progress 

Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, | of the work, and also in regard to the ex- 
Partick) said the Government ought to | penditure. He thought he could explain 
give them a sufficient explanation when that. Two years ago His Majesty handed 
these points arose. This item ought to be | OVeT Osborne House with the object 
treated as an Army Vote. Osborne | of its being devoted to the purpose of 
House had ceased to be a Royal Palace, | @ convalescent home, and it was found 
for it was a gift by the Sovereign for the | necessary so to redistribute the rooms as 
purposes of the Army, and it was entirely | to make them more suitable for receiving 
misleading to treat it as a Royal palace. | patients. That was done at considerable 
It was a very unsatisfactory arrangement | ¢Xpense, which the House voted last year. 
for the Treasury to put upon the Royal | After that a very strong committee was 
Palaces Vote an expense of this sort, appointed to supervise the convalescent 
which ought to be put in its proper place | home. It included the chief medical 
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officers of the Army and Navy and a 
number of eminent civilian doctors. 
These distinguished men visited the build- 
ing, and came to the conclusion that cer- 
tain hygienic measures should be adopted 
in order to make the home of a first-class 
character. They were displeased with 
the quality of the water supply. They 
considered that the system of treating the 
sewage required certain changes, and 
finally, the most important recommenda- 
tion they made was that the whole of the 
furniture in the patients’ rooms should be 


of the type which was to be found in all | 


the great London hospitals and convales- 
cent homes. That involved a serious 
outlay. He could assure the hon Member 
for Partick that it was not owing to any 
negligence on the part of the Office of 
Works that this expenditure had to be 
incurred. No doubt the cost could have 
been anticipated and placed in a lump 
sum a year ago, but the distinguished 
scientific men forming the committee 
desired to see the house as structurally 
altered before making their final recom- 
mendations. Certain alterations had been 
carried out in order to make escape in 
case of fire more easy. The Office of 
Works had been solely actuated by a 
desire to see that the place should be a 
real convalescent home. The staff was 
about to be appointed, and the Office of 
Works hoped that in about six weeks from 


now the house would be ready to receive , 


convalescents. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said} he 
rose to offer his sincere sympathy to 
the Secretary of the Treasury. He was 
sure it was the desire of all sections in the 
House that he should long continue to 
occupy the position he held. What did 
they find to-day? He had almost said | 
that a malignant attack had been made 
upon the hon. Gentleman. He had been 
subjected to criticism of the most drastic 
description. Of course, the attack was | 
somewhat mitigated in the minds of Mem- 
bers when they knew the peculiar circum- 
stances under which the hon. Gentleman 
was attacked. When the Rules were 
altered so as to cause the House to meet 
at two, instead of three o’clock, it was felt | 
that it would be difficult to get a good and 
constant attendance of Members so‘soon 


Lord Balcarves. 


{COMMONS} 
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after lunch. That had always been appar- 
ent, and he thought the result of their 
experience ought to make them go back 
to the old system. There was no need to 
go on with the discussion for the Govern- 
ment had now a good working majority. 
He had been in the House a long time, and 
he was a good judge of the course of 
events from the faces of the Whips. When 
he was in the Lobby he looked at all the 
Whips he could see. They were greatly 
agitated some time ago, but they were 
now in good humour. The hon. Gentle- 
man could now allow the Vote to be taken, 
with the certainty that the result of the 
division would not materially affect the 
elections. He knew the times in which 
we lived were harassing, uncertain, and 
critica]. One never knew what was going 
to occur, but it would be an objectionable 
thing if anything happened on the initia- 
tive of the hon. Gentleman opposite from 
Scotland, or if the blow should come from 
Peckham. That would be the irony of 
fate. Although he was opposed to the 
Government he sometimes pitied them. 
In order to give a helping hand to people 
who looked sodreadfully forlorn, he now 
announced that there was a Government 
majority and that there was no need for 
further anxiety. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that it 
would have been just as possible to have 
included this sum in the Naval Vote as the 
£40,000 for the naval cadets at Osborne. 
He had a definite pledge last year that it 
would not appear in the Royal Palaces 
Vote. On 21st April, 1903, he complained 
that this was a naval and military work 
and not a work on a Royal palace, and Mr. 
Powell Williams, whose loss they all de- 
plored, said in reply— 

_ “The Motion of his hon. friend placed him 
in a position of considerable difficulty as a 
member of the Public Accounts Committee.” 





And then he went on to say 


“Tt seemed to him that unless it could le 
shown that the amount in question applied 
solely to that portion of Osborne House whieli 
was still a Royal palace it had no right to be 
on the Estimates before the Committee. I! 
was obvious that a service for the Army and 
Navy should appear on the Army and Navy 
Estimates.” 


Had that pledge been carried out? As he 
understood the position, that undertaking 


| was not really being carried out. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 
said he was not going to waste the time of | 
the Committee, but only in a word to show | 
the absolute ineptitude of th2 Govern- | 
ment and their Departments. Osborne 


House was not a Royal palace at all; it. 


was private property. If it had been a 
Royal palace it could not have been dis- 
posed of as it had been. 


CoLtonEL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
Newton) said that it was rather indecent 
wasting the time of the Committee while 
waiting for a Government majority. It 
was difficult to see why the Secretary to 
the Treasury should not be able to throw 
any light on this question. This con- 
valescent home was not likely to be occu- 
pied by naval officers, who were not likely 
to be injured in any war soon, so that it 
must be occupied by Army officers. He 
would like to have some more information 
as tohow thissum wastobespent. They 
knew that some scientific men had gone 
down there and had made certain recom- 
mendations as to the electric light and all 
that sort of thing, but it would be far 
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| better to get more light on the whole sub- 

| ject as to how this money was to be laid 
out. The quicker this beneficent institu- 
tion was completed the better. What 
amount was to be spent on recreation 
grounds? He always understood that 
recreation grounds were for men of active 
life, and not for convalescents. He 
noticed that the right hon. Gentleman the 
| Secretary for War had come in ; and per- 
haps the right hon. Gentleman could 
throw some light on this Vote? A great 
deal of money had been thrown away 
without proper consideration. 


Sir JosepH Leese (Lancashire, Accring- 
ton) rose in his place and claimed to 
move that the Question be now put. 


Question, “That the ‘yuestion be now 
put,” put and agreed to. 


Question put accordingly. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 124 ; 
Noes, 161. (Division List No. 14.)! 
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Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton,Marq of(L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, RtHn.H(Somers’tE 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hunt, Rowland 

Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Kerr, John 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks., N. R.) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. : 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Waltamstow) 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray,‘ Charles J. (Coventry) 
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Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE AyYEs—\Mr. 
Whitley and Mr. Layland- 
Barratt. 


Newdegate, Francis A. \ 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbt. Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richar: 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, W. W (Liverpool 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, H.C( North’ mbTyneside 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) 
Whiteley, H( Ashton und. Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R( Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—‘ir 
Alexander Acland Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL asked what 
was the Motion before the Committee ? 
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*Tuoe CHAIRMAN: The right hon. | the House he wished to ask a question 
Gentleman the Financial Secretary to the | regarding it. After the closure had been 
Treasury has claimed that the original | put and carried they all knew that the 
Question be now put. | original Question might be put; but it 

should be part and parcel of the same 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- | transaction, that was that the hon. 
fordshire, Lichfield) said that the hon. | Gentleman who moved the closure should 
Gentleman did not move the closure. also claim that the main Question be put. 

The Motion for the closure was moved by 
' the hon. Member for Accrington, and the 
| Secretary to the Treasury moved that the 
| main Question be now put, That was not 

part and parcel of the same transaction, 
| and he never recollected a case in which 
| the closure having been moved by a Mem- 
ber of the Opposition, the main Question 
was claimed from the Treasury Bench. 
He protested against it. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN ° The Committee has 
decided that the Question be now put. 


Mr. WHITLEY asked if the Chairman 


accepted the Motion for closure. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: Yes. 


Mr. HERBERT GLADSTONE (Leeds, | 
W.) asked if the Chairman put the 
Question for the closure, J : 

*Tue CHAIRMAN : It does not signify 
in the least who moves the closure. The 
question for the Committee to decide was 
whether the closure should be applied or 
not. It does not signify whether the 
Motion comes from an hon. Gentleman on 
my right hand or on my left. When the 
Committee has once decided to closure the 
Motion, the ordinary procedure follows. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: Yes; and it was 
unanimously accepted by the Committee. | 
The hon. Member for Accrington moved 
the closure. I put the Question and the | 
Committee accepted it; and then I put 
the Question under discussion at the 
time, which the Committee has just dis- 
posed of, The Secretary to the Treasury 
now claims that the original Question be 
putand that is the question to be decided 





by the Committee. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said as the 
matter was one affecting the practice of 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Mich. Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, T. Gibson (Lynn Regis) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt Hon. St. John 


Noes, 123. 


AYES. 


Brymer, William Ernest 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A( Wore 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feethan 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, Sir T.R(Tower Hamlets 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 


2F2 


Original Question put accordingly. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 170; 
(Division List No. 15.) 


Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest : 
Forster, Henry William 

Fyler, John Arthur 

Gardner, Ernest 

Garftit, William 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby- (Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Greene, SirE. W.( B’rySt Edm’ds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq of(L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.‘. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
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Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse,RtHn H(Somers’t,E 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F(Sheftield, Brightside) 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hunt, Rowland 

Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Kerr, John 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks., N.R.) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M'Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, [an 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh.) 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John e 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron. Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Ellice,Capt E.C(SAndrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward ( Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
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Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herbt. Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley, Forde (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, H.C (North’ mb Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 


NOES. 


Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Logan, John William 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
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Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E. R 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—SiI 
Alexander Acland Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


- O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. 
O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
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Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C. R( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 





Tennant, Harold John 


{24 Fepruary 1904} 
| Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) | Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) | Wallace, Robert 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. | 
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| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 
| Yoxall. James Henry 


Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) ; Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) | TELLERS FoR THE NoES—Mr. 


Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “‘ That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £18,800, be granted to His 
Mijesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1904, for the Royal Parks and Pleasure 


Gardens.” 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.) said he did not now intend to move a 
reduction, he merely wished to inquire 
whether these improvements had been 
sanctioned by th eformer Estimate, or 
whether the Government had exceeded 
the original Estimate and had now come 
to the House to ask them to sanction this 
extra amount. He also wished to ask 
for some information as to what these 
improvements were; whether they were 
going to be improvements or not, or what 
was going to be done to facilitate the traffic 
and the convenience of those who lived in 
London. He would also like to see a plan 
of the improvements which were to be 
made. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
he thought it would have been better if 
the Department under whose care St. 
James’s Park came had submitted to the 
House last session the old plans of the 
park, so that hon. Members could have 
carried in their minds the suggested 
alterations and alleged improvements 
which had been carried out there. Had 
those plans been submitted, suggestions 
might have been made which would have 
led to considerable improvements in the 
plan as now revealed by the work as 
finished. He suggested, if it were pos- 
sible, that we should depart from the 
German and French method of Hauss- 
mannising our parks in this country, 
the only result was to make London a 
second-rate Berlin, a fourth-rate Paris, or 
a fifth-rate Vienna. He preferred the old 
Mall as it was, and he certainly regretted 
that the improvement necessitated, if 
it did necessitate it, which he doubted, 





! Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) | 


Whitley and Mr. Trevelyan. 


the getting rid of so many old trees. Deal- 
ing with the improvement as it was, he 
said immediately in front of the Palace 
there was scope for making improvement, 
and he trusted that some attempt would 
be made to raise the lawns so as to 
hide the stone palisade, which, in his 
opinion, was rather too high. There was 
a still more important point, assuming 
that the new street from the Palace to 
Spring Gardens was carried out, and the 
Mall was carried straight from the Palace 
to Charing Cross, care should be taken 
that private enterprise and vested in- 
terests did not vulgarise what public 
money was trying toimprove. Battersea 
had a particular claim on the Government 
in this matter, as £15,000 was to be 
diverted from the Battersea Park Fund 
in connection with the improvement of the 
eastern side of the Mall. Battersea was 
nothing if not generous and magnanimous, 
but they did like to be esthetic and artis- 
tic. They did not object to being de- 
spoiled of this money provided it was 
spent in accordance with the true canons 
of art as understood in Battersea, but he 
doubted whether that condition would 
be fulfilled in this case. When the road 
was completed and the Nelson Column or 
the King Charles statue was made the 
visual objective, looking from Bucking 
ham Palace, it would doubtless be a 
desirable improvement for vehicular 
traffic, but one would then be confronted 
by the circular sweep at the northern part 
of Northumberland Avenue. The Grand 
Hotel was not a particularly handsome 
building, but it had not been vulgarised by 
sky-signs or advertisements of meat 
extract or pills, as was the case with the 
building on the western side of Northum- 
berland Avenue. The only result of 
the expenditure of Battersea’s £15,000 
would be to see on the top of a high build- 
ing in vulgar letters a bold blinking beacon 
advertising Bovril. Battersea protested 
against spending £15,000 to give this 
extract bold advertisement, and he sug- 
gested there was a way in which the noble 
Lord could deal with the advertiser, 
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This extract of meat claimed Royal 
Letters patent ; the company had a royal 
crown on top of Bovril, on each side of it 
the royal monogram E.R., and underneath 
a vulgar illuminated sign. It seemed to 
him that advertisers holding the Royal 
Letters patent ought to withdraw such a 
sign in deference to the King, or out of 
regard for the amenities of the district. 
It they would not do so, he suggested that 
the noble Lord should advise the King to 
withdraw the Royal Letters patent from 
all their other advertisements until this 
sign was withdrawn. That is what he 
would do if he were King. If the noble 
Lord hesitated to adopt so drastic a 
measure, he might remember that in the 
House of Lords there were certain direc- 
tors of this company, and he might appeal 
to them to withdraw the objectionable 
sign. If that were not successful, then 
other steps should be taken to prevent a 
public improvement being so vulgarised. 
Amongst other works which had been 
carried out he had noticed what appeared 
to be the beginning of a vehicular road 
across the small suspension bridge. He 
hoped there was no intention of making 
such a road; it was not required, and it 
would spoil one of the very finest views 
that he knew. He trusted that the noble 
Lord would display the artistic traditions 
of his house, and make the parks and open 
spaces even more beautiful than they now 
were. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER, who 
thought the alterations would be a real 
improvement, understood that the plans 
were all prepared long ago. If that 
was so, why was this additional Vote 
brought in now instead of having been 
included in the original Estimates for the 
vear ? Long before the Estimates were 
introduced it was known that this im- 
provement was to be undertaken, and the 
matters mentioned in this item were such 
that anybody would have known were 
certain to be included in such an under- 
taking. 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke - upon - Trent) 
entirely sympathised with the remarks of 
the hon. Member for Battersea. The 
Board of Works had acted in a most 
autocratic manner. Without having given 
notice to anyone they had proceeded 


Mr. John Burns. 
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to cut down trees, and they now asked the 
Committee to sanction the expenditure 
which had been incurred. The Estimate 
had been grossly exceeded. St. James’s 
Park was one of the things in London of 
which they had every reason to be proud, 
and when he remembered the artistic 
demerits of Buckingham Palace he was not 
so sure that our ancestors were not wise to 
exclude it from view as much as possible. 
He suggested that if the arrangements 
with regard to St. James’s Park were to be 
altered, the paths crossing the park should 
be kept open until eight o’clock in the 
evening all the year round. This would 
be a great convenience to Members on 
leaving the House at half-past seven. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross) asked whether in this sum of 
£18,800 was included the amount neces- 
sary for carrying through the Mall and 
pulling down the houses in Spring Gardens; 
when that work was likely to be under- 
taken, what class of trees were to be 
planted in the Mall—whether lime or elm 
—and when the new thoroughfare was 
likely to be carried through to Trafalgar 
Square. 


Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said that, 
while he sympathised with the remarks of 
the hon. Member for Battersea, he sym- 
pathised still more with the people of 
Ireland who, although they had not been 
consulted in the matter at all, and would 
never receive any benefit from the im- 
provement, vet had to contribute very 
substantially towards the cost. He 
understood that the improvement had 
been brought about by the erection of a 
memorial to Queen Victoria, and that the 
country had subscribed £250,000 for the 
purpose. He had nothing to say about 
that, but to ask Ireland to subscribe this 
amount at a time when the Estimates 
were growing yearly was very unjust, 
more especially when they had no assur- 
ance that this Estimate was going to be 
the last one on this particular improve- 
ment. He protested against the spending 
of this money, and he moved a reduction 
of the Vote by £5,000. 


Motion made, and Question, “That 4 
sum, not exceeding £13,800, be granted 
for the said Service,”—(Mr. O'Mara.) 
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Mr. MALCOLM thought this was a pro- 
per occasion on behalf of a great many 
Members of the House and a large section 
of the public to congratulate the Board of 
Works upon the undoubted improvement 
now being effected in the Mall. One 
great advantage of it was that Bucking- 
ham Palace was in the middle of a beauti- 
ful view and made an attractive end to 
the new boulevard. With regard to the 
trees he had not shed a single tear over 
those cut down in the Mall, and he thought 
the trees that had just been planted 
would redound to the beauty of the Mall in 
time. The improvement made by the 
cutting down of the trees in Piccadilly 
was also a matter for congratulation, and 
he was glad that the Home Secretary had 
not departed from the original plan. He 
associated himself with the remarks of the 
hon. Member for Battersea with regard to 
sky signs, which he hoped the Board of 
Works would take under their special pro- 
tection and insist upon being removed 
where possible. They were positively 
ugly and an eyesore wherever they were 
placed, and it was very necessary and 
advisable that either the Office of Works, 
His Majesty, or the House of Lords 
should take a high line and have those sky 
signs taken down. He congratulated the 
Office of Works upon the improvements 
which had been made, which were being 
admired by foreigners as well as by people 
in this country. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN  (Mont- 
gomeryshire) wished the noble Lord to 
take into consideration the planting of 
another class of trees in St. James’s 
Park. 
themselves too much to planting planes, 
and to have them all over London would 
be very monotonous. He did not ask 
for elms, because they did not grow well 
in London. He should like to see more 
limes planted, for they stood the London 
atmosphere quite as well as planes. He 
hoped the noble Lord would also con- 
sider the removal of the beautiful 
Burlington House colonnade into St. 
James’s Park, 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES very much 
regretted the cutting down of some 400 
trees in the Mall to carry out these im- 
provements. The whole charm of Ken- 
sington Park, Hyde Park, St. James’s 
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Park, and Regent’s Park was that they 
imparted to this grimy brick city an ele- 
ment of beauty and freshness as thoug.: 
they formed an emerald chain hung 
round smoky London. To him their 
beauty arose from the fact that there were 
so many green things growing, and this had 
been very much affected by the cutting 
down of those trees. He was not going to 
criticise the general architecture of the 
scheme, but he thought the suggestion 
that the beautiful Burlington House 
colonnade might be employed in 
the ornamental portion of the Mall was a 
good one. There was one other point. 
He noticed that in these new works on the 
Mall a forty-foot road had been begun, and 
it had been made in the direction of the 
3reen Park to within about twenty feet of 
the rails, where it stopped short. Was it 
intended to continue that road across the 
Green Park? There was a refuge in the 
middle which suggested that it was in- 
tended to make a footpath alone. He did 
not think such a road would have been 
started unless the intention was to carry 
it across the Park, for it was at present a 
cul de sac leading to nowhere. Was there 
any intention to carry that road across 
the Green Park ? If so it would spoil the 
Green Park and would add nothing to the 
traffic facilities. He hoped he would have 
a satisfactory assurance about this matter. 
The opening of the Mall would undoubt- 
edly be of the greatest possible advantage 
to London, because it would afford a 
means of going from west to east and east 
to west which would be of great value, 
because it would relieve the traffic of Pic- 
cadilly, the Strand, and Fleet Street ; and 
the Mall would form such a thoroughfare 
as no other city in the world possessed. 
He would like to know where the Mall 
road was going to come out. If it was to 
open out at Charing Cross it would largely 
add to the congestion of the traffic there, 
because already four or five roads met 
there. They had at Charing Cross a sort 
of wheel of which that centre was the hub, 
and the amount of traffic there at the pre- 
sent time caused great inconvenience. He 
suggested that instead of the road of the 
Mall coming out at Charing Cross it should 
be taken to the south of the new Admir- 
alty buildings to Whitehall Place. That 
would give a side entrance to the Embank- 
ment, and would very much relieve Char- 
ing Cross. He'was very_anxious that this 
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new thoroughfare should relieve the traffic 
and not add to the congestion which 
already existed at Charing Cross. He made 
this suggestion for what it was worth. 
He noticed that this Supplementary 
Estimate was twice as much as the original 
Estimate, and how it could be called 
supplementary he could not understand. 
This alteration had been accompanied by 
a regrettable destruction of the green of 
London, but he believed that when it 
was finished, especially if carried out in 
the way he suggested through Whitehall 
Place, it would be a great advantage to 
the metropolis. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said he was sorry 
he could not agree with the suggestion of 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn that the 
new avenue should be diverted to the 
south of the Admiralty. The adoption of 
that suggestion would involve a diversion 
of many yards, and it would bring out the 
road near the old Admiralty pay office, 
and the congestion the hon. Member 
wished to avoid at Charing Cross would 
take place there. He believed the eastern 
end of the Mall would come out at the best 
place. The confusion and congestion of 
traffic which the hon. Member anticipated 
would not be to the extent he imagined. 
He was sorry to say that the old colonnade 
of the old Burlington Arcade had during 
the fifty years it had been in Battersea 
Park lost its beautiful chiselling. For 
that reason the colonnade would not be 
suitable for the new avenue, though it 
would otherwise have lent itself to this 
particular improvement. He regretted 
the extravagance of the Office of Works in 
connection with this particular improve- 
ment, 


*Lorp BALCARRES said he thought 
what had been said by the hon. Member 
for Battersea was a sufficient reply to his 
hor. friend the Member for King’s Lynn 
in regard to the colonnade in Battersea 
Park. Asto the footpaths in St. James’s 
Park he could not give any undertaking 
now that they would be kept open to a 
later hour than at present. This question, 
however, scarcely arose on the Supple- 
mentary Estimate, and perhaps the hon. 
Member would raise it at another time 
when it could be considered. He thought 
it was quite out of the question to suggest 
at this stage of the proceedings that the 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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route should be altered and that another 
on the west side of the Admiralty should 
be substituted. The hon. Member for 
Lichfield had suggested that these plans 
had been prepared long ago, and that the 
Office of Works had withheld them. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said his 
complaint was that the plans having been 
prepared in time, the sum was not in the 
original Estimate. 


*Lorp BALCARRES said that was not 
the case. The plans were not prepared as 
early as the Estimates for 1903-4, and on 
that account they did not appear in the 
original Estimates. The hon. Member 
opposite had suggested that the work had 
been unduly hurried on. In a sense 
the work had been hurried on, because the 
memorial of Her late Majesty had made so 
much progress that it was impossible to 
leave St. James’s Park in the condition in 
which it was. They had to undertake the 
work at the earliest possible moment. It 
was most desirable that the work should 
be carried out by the memorial authorities. 
and the Office of Works concurrently 
The Queen Victoria memorial fund was 
managed wholly independently of the 
Office of Works. A very large sum of 
money was received for the memorial, and 
those who had charge of it went into the 
matter carefully. It was suggested that 
part of the main scheme should be a great 
group of statuary at the east front of 
Buckingham Palace. That was a very 
large affair, and when the memorial 
authorities began their work, the 
arrangements required for the parterres, 
drainage, and lighting, rendered it neces- 
sary for the Office of Works to co-operate 
with them. Someone had suggested that 
they ought to have taken the House into 
their confidence in this matter. The last 
thing they should have thought of doing 
was to steal a march on the House of 
Commons, but he would point out that the 
plans of the memorial and their effect on 
the thoroughfare in St. James’s Park were 
made public a long time ago, and they 
indicated the line which the avenue would 
inevitably have to take. As lately as last 
session these plans were again exhibited so 
as to make it quite clear that the general 
line would be down the centre of the Mall. 
But until measurements were taken and 
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estimates received, it was wholly impos- 
sible for the Office of Works to present 
an Estimate to Parliament. His hon. 
friend had asked whether it was proposed 
to make a thoroughfare northwards across 
the Green Park. There was no intention 
of the kind. The idea was that from the 
monument northwards groups of trees 
should be planted so as to make a great 
vista towards the north. He wished to 
remind the hon. Member for Battersea 
that the money arising from the park there 
was given to that neighbourhood by the 
Government, and not taken by the Gov- 
ernment from Battersea. The money 
was to be provided for by a Bill now before 
the House. That had nothing to do with 
the Supplementary Estimate presented 
to-day. The Supplementary Estimate 
dealt with improvements in the Mall 
westward from the Steps. They proposed 
that the work from the Duke of York’s 
Steps to Charing Cross should be dealt 
with by funds provided by Bill. The 
Office of Works had in Consols a sum of 
money which was the balance from the 
iormation of Battersea Park fifty years 
ago. That Act stated that the money 
might be applied at the discretion of Par- 
liament in or near the Metropolis. He 
could not discuss that matter now. 


An hon. Member had referred to the class 
of trees which were to be planted. He 
should like very much that the hon. Mem- 
ber would confer with the officials of the 
Office of Works on that matter. The trees 
which had been planted in the Mall were 
exclusively plane trees, being considered 
most desirable from the fact that they had 
a deciduous bark. When they were trying 
to make a great and homogeneous avenue, 
it was probably wisest and best to plant 
only one variety of trees. He would point 
out that the trees already in The Mall 
really had no chance. Some of them had 
been ekeing out a precarious existence in 
three feet of solid gravel. The young 
trees recently planted had been planted 
at great expense and with exceptional 
care in the finest soil available, and there 
was every reason to hope, humanly speak- 
ing, that within twenty years these trees 
would have obtained greater size than 
many of the trees which had been there a 
hundred years. His hon. friend the 
Member for King’s Lynn had protested 
against the destruction of the green of 
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London. He would like to inform the 
Committee that at this moment there were 
more trees and a larger grass area in St. 
James’s Park than twelve months ago. 
He was glad the hon. Member for Batter- 
sea had referred to the advertising 
nuisances which everybody who travelled 
down the Mall must have noticed. One 
firm displaying the Royal monogram and 
an Imperial crown flashed its message 
down to the very windows of the Sov- 
ereign’s palace. The Office of Works had 
no jurisdiction in the matter, but he could 
say that the fact of public attention having 
been drawn to this matter must unfailingly 
give a great stimulus to the movement 
now on foot to give public authorities 
the right to regulate the advertising 
nuisance. When the Mall improve- 
ment was completed it would be a great 
convenience to the whole of London. He 
Jather deprecated the attack which had 
been made upon some of the trees. There 
were trees which weresmalland ‘‘consump- 
tive,” no doubt, but so at one time were 
many of the trees which now form the 


magnificent avenues such as those in 
Kensington Gardens; and when com- 


pleted this avenue, besides being ot 
immense service to the metropolis, 
would be a dignified approach to the 
memorial to Her late Majesty. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said he 
believed that this improvement would be 
The explanations of the 
noble Lord had been most lucid, and con- 
sidering only the information which the 
Committtee had been able to obtain from 
him, the noble Lord had proved a great 
acquisition to the Treasury Bench. It 
might be quite true, as the noble Lord had 
said, that the measurements of the last 
plans of his Department were not ready 
in time for the Estimates of last year. 
But why were they not? The plans of 
the memorial and the road had been pre- 
pared years ago and exhibited in the Tea 
Room and also to the public, and, there- 
fore, it would have been very simple for 
the Department to take out the measure- 
ments in time to prepare for the original 
Estimates, instead of withholding them 
for a Supplementary Estimate. It was 
the fault of the Department that they 
were so slow in preparing their measure- 


ments. 
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Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.) said he was one of those who thought 
that this change was an enormous im- 
provement, and would make a magni- 
ficent thoroughfare through the Park. 
It would make a very short cut between 
Charing Cross and Victoria, and there 
would be an enormous traffic between 
the two points which would rather damage 
it as an ornamental road. He did not 
believe that omnibuses and trams would 
ever be allowed there, but as a short cut 
there would be an enormous pressure of 
traffic. He thought the Department 
should consider whether a subway should 
not be put down beneath the road for 
tramways and heavy traffic. Such a sub- 
way in London would be a very large 
and important means of getting rid of 
heavy traffic; and no damage would be 
done to anybody or anything if, on this 
great road, the enormous traffic from 
Charing Cross to Victoria could be carried 
on by means of a subway. He fancied 
that it was rather revolutionary to talk 
of a subway under St. James’s Park, but 
the matter might be considered by the 
Department. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
said that he noticed that one of the items 
was for wood paving on the Mall. He did 
not see at all why that should be done out 
of public funds and not out of the rates. 
Why should his constituents pay for roads 
for the people of London? All that dis- 
trict was very wealthy indeed, and the 
people there were quite able to bear their 
own burden. 


Lorp BALCARRES said he was glad 
to think that the expense of road-making 
and road-maintenance in these parks was 
not so heavy as some hon. Members 
imagined. From time immemorial the 
roads in these public parks had been paid 
for by Parliament and not out of local rates. 


Mr. SOARES said that his constituents 
were paying for these London roads as 
well as for their own. 


Lorp BALCARRES said that if the 
hon. Member’s constituents were one of 
these days to go for a drive down the Mall 
they would be thoroughly well repaid for 
their contribution. As to a subway, he 
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confessed that the question had not oc- 
curred to him, and he did not know 
whether it had been considered by the 
Board of Works. He would, however, 
make further inquiry. 


Mr. WHITLEY asked if this was a 
final Estimate for this improvement, or 
did the noble Lord anticipate any further 
call on Parliament for it ? 


Lorp BALCARRES said he did not 
like to claim finality for that Vote, but he 
thought it was, subject to the assent of 
Parliament being given to the Battersea 
Park Bill, when the surplus from the fund 
dealt with by that measure would be 
devoted to the eastern end of this exten- 
sion. 


Question put, and negatived. 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Cuass II. 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “‘That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £31,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1904, for Stationery, Printing, and Bind- 
ing for the Public Service to pay the 
Expenses of the Stationery Office, and 
the Cost of Reports of Parliamentary 
Debates.” 


Mr. WHITLEY said he had put 
down an Amendment to reduce this 
Vote by £1,000, in order to call attention 
to the very serious and increasing extra- 
vagance of this Department. It was not 
the first time he had called attention to 
the extravagance of this Vote. Four 
years ago the Vote amounted to £507,000 ; 
now it came to £732,000. If it were not 
for the sale of old materials in South 
Africa which would not recur they would 
have had to add £17,000, which would 
have made the total Vote £750,000 or 
three-quarters of a million spent on the 
Stationery Office. Two years ago they 
were told the increase in the Vote was 
due to the war, and that when the war 
was over the sum would go down again. 
Last year there was*a reduction in the 
Estimates of £60,000, but when the Sup- 
plementary_Estimates came forward they 
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were asked to go back on more than half 
that reduction, for the total sum now 
required was £48,000 and not £31,000 as 
put from the Chair. He wished to make 
one suggestion by which a saving on this 
Vote might be accomplished. Since the 
new Rules were adopted replies were circu- 
lated to unstarred Questions. He was not 
aware that any hon. Member asked for 
that. When he put a Question to the 
predecessor to the Secretary. to the 
Treasury he was informed that Members 
wished the unstarred Questions to be 
circulated in that form in order that they 
might send them to their constituents to 
show what important persons they were. 
He had never heard of any such request. 
He found the mass of Papers which was 
circulated every morning a nuisance. 
The hon. Member for Ross and Cromarty 
was very fond of asking Questions, both 
starred and unstarred, and what the hon. 
Member cost the Exchequer in this way he 
could not imagine. Sometimes a sheet 
was taken up in a Question and Answer 
occupying five lines, and there was nothing 
on the back of the page. It was an out- 
rageous piece of extravagance that print- 
ing should be done in that fashion. Why 
should not the Questions and Answers be 
printed continuously and on both sides of 
the paper. He wished the Secretary to 
the Treasury would state what the cost of 
printing and circulating the Answers to 
unstarred Questions was during last 
session, and also how much would be saved 
if the Answers were printed continuously 
and on both sides of the paper. It was a 
nuisance that hon. Members should be 
flooded with Answers to other hon. Mem- 
bers’ unstarred Questions. If an hon. 
Member wished his Question and the 
Answer to it circulated, he could send them 
up to the Press Gallery, and arrange for 
their circulation himself. At present half 
to three-quarters of the Papers circulated 
consisted of Answers to unstarred Ques- 
tions. That was one way in which ex- 
penditure could be reduced. Another 
way would be to estimate more carefully 
the requirements of the House as regarded 
Blue-books and other publications. He 
would like to have a statement of what 
the wastage was annually in connection 
with publications which were not circu- 
lated. The officials might not be able to 
estimate exactly what would be required, 
but it would be better that Members 
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should run short of publications occa- 
sionally than that an immense number of 
copies should be wasted. He moved 
the reduction of the Vote as an emphatic 
protest against what he considered the 
scandalous extravagance of the Depart- 
ment. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £30,000, be 
granted for the said Service.”—(J/r. 
Whitley.) 


*Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 
said he heartily associated himself with 
the hon. Gentleman who had just spoken 
with reference to the unstarred Questions. 
Their bulk was a great nuisance, and people 
did not want them. As regarded wastage, 
he thought it was on the whole better that 
there should be a certain amount of was- 
tage rather than Members should be unable 
to obtain the Blue-books they might re- 
quire. It would be extremely convenient 
if a registered telegraph address and also 
one of the telephone numbers of the 
House were printed on the notepaper. 
There were frequent complaints in refer- 
ence to the present long address for tele- 
graphic purposes. As regarded The Par- 
liuimentary Debates, the contract was con- 
stantly changing, and he did not know 
precisely what it now was, At present 
the reports were an extraordinary jumble. 
Sometimes hon. Members got other hon. 
Members’ speeches for reference and 
the speeches were often extraordinary 
nonsense. If the gentlemen who 
were called the official reporters re- 
ceived £9,500 a year, he thought it 
was a large sum to get for doing 
work so badly. He thought The Times 
resumé was infinitely better than the 
official report. If the official reporters 
had to supply a verbatim report, they feli 
lamentably short of their duty. He 
agreed with the hon. Member for Halifax 
that the bulk of the unstarred Questions 
circulated should be reduced. 


*Mr. BULL (Hammersmith) said he 
wished to draw attention to the way in 
which the Historical Manuscripts Re- 
ports were printed, and the poorness of 
the paper used for so valuable and per- 
manent a work, 
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*Toe CHAIRMAN said that would not 
be in order. 
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Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, E. 
Toxteth) said he wished to know what 
was the exact amount of the credit 
balance from South Africa? With regard 
to the Parliamentary reports his experi- 
ence was that the reporting was excellent. 


‘Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
said he agreed with the criticisms with 
regard to the enormous increase of the 
Vote. He thought it was due to a want 
of proper supervision. He wished to 
know who was directly responsible for 
checking the accounts of the Department. 
In his opinion no one man could possibly 
discharge the duty properly, and he 
suggested that a Committee of three 
Members should be appointed to supervise 
the Department. That would not neces- 
sarily mean superseding the official in 
charge, but it would be a check on extra- 
vagance. He had been a member of a 
Committee which had inquired into the 
matter a few years ago, and it was then 
found that there was no full open com- 
petition for the contracts. There ap- 
peared to be an opinion that when a firm 
‘once obtained a contract and discharged 
the work properly there was no necessity 
for a new contract. In his opinion enor- 
mous fortunes were being gained from the 
way in which Parliamentary printing was 
conducted. He would suggest that the 
contracts should be perfectly open. Last 
session a debate on an important subject 
had to be adjourned because the Parlia- 
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mentary printers had undertaken so much | 


work that they were not able to have the 
Papers ready for the day allotted for the 
debate. With regard to the suggestion of 
the hon. Member that answers to un- 


starred Questions should not be circulated, | 


if that were adopted the only way of 
arriving at an Answer to a Question in 
which one was interested asked by 
another hon. Member would be to run 
round the House and try and find the 
Member who asked the Question. 


Mr. MALCOLM said his suggestion 
was that instead of having fifty or sixty 


sheets of paper sent to them hon. Mem- | 
bers should have all the Answers to un- | 


starred Questions sent on one Paper. 
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Mr. DALZIEL: If the hon. Member 
did not suggest that the Answers should 
not be circulated —— 
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Mr. WHITLEY (interrupting) said 
what hecomplained of was the bulk of 
the Papers, which might be reduced by 
80 per cent. 


Mr. DALZIEL regretted that he did not 
quite follow the point raised. If the hon. 
Gentleman suggested that on the ground 
of economy the Answers to unstarred 
Questions should not be circulated, he 
hoped that his suggestion would not be 
followed. An hon. Member opposite 
wanted to make it easier for people to 
telegraph to Members. If he had his way 
he would charge double, as it seemed to 
him they ought not to do anything to 
facilitate the addition to the many com- 
munications they now received. With 
regard to the question of the reporting, 
there had been several Committees to con- 
sider that question, and it was not fair to 
blame the reporters for not giving accurate 
accounts of the speeches made in this 
House unless they were asked to supply a 
verbatim report. This House had left to 
their discretion the question whether the 
speeches should be reported fully or not, 
and it was left tothe commonsense of the 
reporter to make an intelligible report oi 
the speeches made. If in the exercise of 
that discretion he did not make it read as 
well as it might, it was not the fault of the 
reporter but the system. Nothing less 
than a verbatim report was of any use as a 
record, and nothing else was worth the 
money. They all knew that when a 
Minister looked at the report of his speech 
he had the right to take out what he did 
not like, and put in something he did, and 
when hon. Members came down a year after 
to pin a Minister to the statements he had 
made they found in the //butes quite a 
different version. It seemed to him they 
must make up their minds either to carry 
out the recommendations of the various 
Committees, and have a verbatim report, 
or else leave the matter to the discretion 
of the gentlemen who reported the 
speeches as at present. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the hon. 
Member opposite proposed to add to 
the horrors of this House. He pro- 
posed to add verbatim reports of the 
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speeches made in the House. The 
imagination recoiled from such a sugges- 
tion. 


Mr. DALZIEL: I said it was the only 
thing to do. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said if hon. 
Members were really reported verbatim 
many of them would be very much amazed 
when they read their speeches, for only 
about one in ten was capable of finishing 
a sentence. With regard to these reports 
he noticed that sometimes a Member 
would be reported in the first person and 
sometimes in the third. One would 
suppose that that would depend on the 
eminence of the Member, such as members 
of the Treasury Bench, for instance; that 
there would be some rule. But he had 
noticed that the same Member was re- 
ported sometimes in the first person, some- 
times in the third, and sometimes in the 
first and third in the same speech. Some 
understanding surely might be arrived at 
between the Treasury and the contractors 
in this matter, as to some definite rule 
being adopted which should be adhered to. 
There was one very great defect in these 
Dehates, which was that 
far too much time was taken in the print- 
ing of the reports, and not enough time 
was left to the Members for correction. 
He would suggest that the Treasury 
should insist that the printing should take 
one day less, and that Members should be 
given one day more forcorrections. With 
regard to the unstarred Questions, he 
agreed with the suggestion of his hon. 
friend. The unstarred Questions and 
their Answers did account for the bulk of 
the Papers circulated. That more dig- 
nified document the Votes and Proceed- 
ings was printed on both sides of the paper 
and a considerable amount of matter was 
got into a single sheet. He thought the 
practice might be adopted in the case of 
the unstarred Questions, in which case 
the objections of his hon. friend would be 
got rid of. There was a very large in- 


Porliamentary 


crease in the printing and publishing 
department owing to the increased de- 
mand of the Inland Revenue under a 
new system adopted by that Department. 
But he understood that that new system 
was of such doubtful merit that it would 
have to be abandoned. 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said he had very little sympathy with 
what was now goingon. There was great 
complaint on both sides of the House as 
to the amount spent on the Papers circu- 
lated to hon. Members, and sugges- 
tions were made with a view to economy. 
If the suggestion of hon. Members was 
carried out, the difference in the price of 
the Paper now and the price then would 
be at the most 2s. a day. He had still 
less sympathy with the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn, who was extremely anxious 
that his speech and others should be 
reported more approximately verbatim 
than at present. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: On the con- 
trary I objected to it. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said then he did 
not know what the hon. Gentleman was 
talking about. A great many hon. Mem- 
bers, at all events, objected to their 
speeches not being reported verbatim. 
There were gentlemen in the Gallery per- 
fectly ready to report speeches for those 
hon. Gentlemen which they could send 
down to their constituents, but whether 
their constituents would peruse them he 
did not know. The fact that hon. Gentle- 
men had to realise when they made a 
speech in this House, was that that speech 
was not going to boom through futurity. 
Every hon. Member who spoke looked 
upon his speech as an epoch-making 
speech, but how many speeches were 
remembered three days after they were 
delivered. The hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn wished for further time to correct 
his speeches. Why should he correct them 
at all? There could be no particular 
object, for he surely was not under the 
impression that they were all going to 
read them. Let not hon. Members exag- 
gerate the importance of the question of 
reporting. Every few years they had a 
long debate, and the general feeling was 
that speeches should be reported verbatim, 
and some years ago in one of those dis- 
cussions a proposal was made that there 
should be a trap in front of the Table, and 
that every ten minutes a reporter should 
come up through the trap to catch the 
words that might be missed in the Gallery. 
It seemed to him that there should be, as in 
France, a précis of the debate for general 


purposes, and that only those things 
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which were worth remembering should be 
put into the official report. If hon. 
Members studied, as diligently as he had, 
other hon. Members when making a 
speech, they would find the hon. Gentle- 
man repeating the same thing over and 
over again, and it could not be said to be 
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| he ought to make that statement in 
| justice to a public servant. With regard 
| to the Blue-books all public libraries in 
_ large towns had power to ask for copies. 
In this way some ‘of the spare copies 
| Went, and it was very difficult to estimate 
| what the exact demand would be. 


desirable that the unfortunate reporter | 


should be compelled to take down all 
those repetitions. How many numbers 
of Hansard were bought in a year by 
Members of this House? [An How. 
MemBer: None, we get them free.| 
That was true, but they would not buy 
them if they did not get them free. Put- 
ting aside public institutions, he doubted 
whether a couple of hundred were sold. 
Of course, the speeches of Ministers were 
important, but not on account of the 
ability of the right hon. Gentlemen on the 
Treasury Bench who made them, but 
because they did not speak for themselves, 
but for the country, ora policy, or a Party, 
and, therefore, it was necessary that there 
should be some record of what they 
stated. The debates would frequently 
be compressed if there were no reporters 
in the Gallery at all. He appealed to the 
Committee not to exaggerate these trifles, 
or to imagine that the country cared one 
sixpence whether they had the speeches 
of Members or whether they had them not. 


Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.) suggested 
that Answers to Questions should follow 
each other consecutively, but only on one 
side of the paper. The system of printing 
Questions and Answers on double pages 
was most inconvenient, and he hoped that 
whatever course might be taken with re- 
gard to printing’ more than one on a page 
the pages would be kept separate. 


*Sir A. HAYTER’(Walsall) was sure the 
Committee would desire to place the 
blame, if any, for the increase upon the 
right shoulders. The Public Accounts 
Committee had had before them Mr. 
Pigott, the head of the Stationery Office, 
who distinctly explained that the increase 
was not within the control of that Depart- 
ment. The public Departments them 
selves, and not Mr. Pigott, were respon- 
sible. The Departments estimated what 
they would require, and the increased 
Estimate was due to the fact that the De- 
partments had made increased demands 
upon the Stationery Office. He thought 


Mr Lahouche re. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) asked whether the contractors 
for The Official Debates were permitted to 

_act also for any newspaper. His reason 
for asking was that the dissatisfaction 
with the reports might proceed from the 

| suspicion that in allotting space to Mem- 
bers too much consideration was given to 
journalistic, rather than strictly historical 
ideas. With regard to the suggestion 
that there should no longer be any circula- 
tion of Answers to unstarred Questions, he 
was confident that that would lead to a 
large increase of starred ()uestions. These 
Questions and Answers were really debates 
in epitome. They were a safety valve 
which probably aved the House the times 
and trouble of debating many subjects. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Waiwickshire, 
Rugby) thought that there was another 
aspect to the question of the reporting 


of the debates, and that was from 
the point of view of the public 
interest. The House had long ago decided 


that it ought to have a record of its 
debates. The question was whether the 
present report answered the purpose. 
Could it be made better at its present 
cost? Hethoughtit could. The House 
had derived no advantage from the im- 
provements effected in printing of late 
years ; its reports were supplied no more 
expeditiously than they were, say, ten 
_years ago. Would the newly appointed 
Secretary to the Treasury state his views 
on the question of reporting, and was he 
prepared carefully to consider the ques- 
tion? Two or three Committees had 
presented Reports on the subject, but 
their recommendations had been ignored. 
Speeches of journalistic interest were 
always reported, but there were other 
speeches, not so attractive perhaps in 
form, but which, coming from Members 
specially informed, contained matter 
particularly suited for a record. Those 
speeches did not at present get thoroughly 
reported in Hansard, and consequently a 
‘great deal of material was lost to the 
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House which might otherwise have been 
of much assistance to Members who 
wished for information. The Secretary 
to the Treasury might receive much help 
if he would put himself in communication 
with the Chairman of the Press Gallery 
Committee, to see whether from the 
gentlemen concerned in reporting the 
debates of the House he could get some 
suggestions. The hon. Member for the 
Stowmarket Division was entirely mis- 
taken in supposing that too much was 
paid for the reporting. Reporting daily 
became more difficult in the House. 
When there were only the two great 
divisions in the House it was compara- 
tively easy to estimate what a speaker 
would say, and there was no difficulty in 
reporting him. Nowadays, however, 
when a Member rose it was impossible to 
say which of four or five policies he was 
going to support, and much attention was 
frequently required to discover the real 
point of his remarks. The House in deal- 
ing with its Hansard ought not to be 
niggardly. The salaries paid to the re- 
porters ought to be higher than those paid 
to the representative of any newspaper, 
because the work was longer and the 
responsibility greater. He thought the 
House had never recognised how good a 
report they might get if they would only 
pay afair price. He hoped the new repre- 
sentative of the Treasury would give 
careful attention to this matter and see 
whether he could not put the reporting on 
a really satisfactory basis. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND | asked 
whether it would not be possible at 
the end of the session to have the debates 
relating to Ireland published in separate 
volumes. He believed that the debates 
were supplied in such a form to members 
of the Irish Government, and it would be 
a great convenience to Irish Members at 
large if such an edition was rendered 
generally available. The expense would 
not, he thought, be very large. 


Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) pointed out 
that, although most of the speeches in the 
debate had been directed to the question 
of reporting, only £500 of the Supple- 
mentary Estimate was concerned in that 
branch of the Vote, whereas the total, 
excluding Appropriations-in-aid,amounted 
to £48,000. He was rather surprised that 
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there should be this very excessive Supple- 
mentary Estimate this year. Apparently 
a good deal of this expenditure had been 
brought about by the war, and therefore 
they had very good reason for supposing 
that when the war was ended there would 
not be any further necessity for Supple- 
mentary Estimates on the Stationery 
Vote. He was afraid that this Depart- 
ment had been really the butt of nearly 
every other Department, and they were 
never likely to effect any economy in the 
Stationery Vote unless they put a little 
restraint upon the other Departments: 
they seemed to be able to call to any 
extent upon the Stationery Department, 
which did not seem to have any check 
whatever upon other Departments. They 
would not effect any economy until they 
devised some means of bringing pressure 
to bear upon the other Departments so as 
to prevent them making these extra de- 
mands. That was the direction in which 
they would have to look for economy. 


*Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I will 
reply to hon. Members as shortly as I can. 
At the outset I should like to make this 
one remark. I am sorry to have to 
make the confession that, since I have 
been at the Treasury, Ihave not been able 
to give much attention to this matter of 
the contract for the reporting of the 
debates. I assure the House that I shall, 
as soon as I have the opportunity, devote 
my attention to it, and endeavour to see 
if I can do something to carry out the 
wishes of the House. In regard to the 
remarks of the hon. Member for Stow- 
market, as far as this contract is con- 
cerned, it was presented to the House 
of Commons asa Parliamentary Paper 
in the usual course. In regard to 
Questions, a point which was raised 
by the hon. Member for Halifax, I 
have ascertained that the cost last year 
of the system of circulating unstarred 
(Questions and Answers has led to a very 
considerable expenditure. The matter 
is one which is very largely in the hands 
of the authorities of the House, and [ 
cannot promise to take any immediate 
steps. I think, however, that I pretty 


well know what the opinion of the House 
is on these points, and I shall be very 
glad to consult with the authorities of 
the House and see if something cannot 
be done to meet the clearly expressed 
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wishes of the Committee. I under- 
stand that a large number of Mem- 
bers would prefer that the Ques- 


tions should be printed in the usual 
way, instead of beginning a new leaf for 
each Question, and that, I believe, would 
effect a saving. There might also be a 
considerable saving in the number of 
Papers sent out. The hon. Member for 
Stowmarket asked a Question about 
stamping the telegraphic address and 
telephone number upon the notepaper. 
I hardly like to take the responsibility 
of doing that without further support 
from the House, but it is clear that a 
certain number of hon. Members would 
find this a convenience, and there would 
be no difficulty in doing it. I propose, 
therefore, to see if a stamp can be pre- 
pared, and, if so,I will arrange for a 
certain amount of the new writing- 
paper to be placed about as an ex- 
periment. In reply to the hon. Member 
for Liverpool, I may say that the amount 
of money he has mentioned is for 
stationery supplied in connection with 
the War Office. As has already been 
pointed out, it is almost impossible for 
the Stationery Department to resist any 
demand made upon it by other Depart- 
ments, and it has often tosupply those de- 
mands in an extravagant manner, because 
they are wanted very quickly, and con- 
sequently they are more costly. The 
House should remember, when complaints 
are made about the heavy cost of printing 
and stationery, that it is largely due to 
the very great demand for information 
which comes from the House of Commons 
itself, upon fiscal, War Office and other 
questions. No doubt this demand for in- 
formation is perfectly legitimate, and I can 
only say that the Government will do the 
best they can to provide that information, 
and it will be printed in the best 
possible manner by the Stationery Office. 
But when the House of Commons com- 
plains of this expenditure hon. Members 
must at the same time remember that 
they are very largely responsible for that 
expenditure. Sofar as I am concerned, I 
shall do my best to carry out the recom- 
mendation which has been presented to 
us, but I must say that Ido not at the 
present moment look forward to any 
very substantial reduction in this Vote, 
although I will make every effort to keep 
Mr. Vietor Cavendish. 
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the amount within as moderate limits as 
possible. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said he 
understood from the statement made by 
the hon. Gentleman opposite that a large 
part of this expenditure had been incurred 
in respect of printing for the Board of 
Trade in connection with the inquiries 
upon trade. Surely that was a thing 
which was likely to cease after 4 
time, and then they would get some 
respite from this increased expendi- 
ture. With regard tothe reports of their 
proceedings, they were ample, although 
they were not very efficient. They did 
not want more money spent on those re- 
ports, but they wanted them shorter, and 
perhaps rather more sensible and clear. 
He noticed that sometimes the reports 
were in the first person, and sometimes in 
the third. He thought at any rate they 
might always be alike, and that would 
simplifiy matters a good deal. ‘There 
should be as much economy as possible 
in these contracts, especially at this time. 
when the country was so short of money. 


Mr. DALZIEL said some hon. Mem- 
bers thought that the expense incurred 
in connection with the so-called fiscal 
inquiry was money which had not been 
very well spent. How much of the 
Supplementary Estimate represented 
money which had been devoted to the 
cost of printing and stationery in con- 
nection with that inquiry ? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH replied 
that he had not the information at 
present but he would endeavour to 
ascertain the exact amount. In regard 
to the Question asked by the hon. 
Member for the Hallam Division, he 
understood that there was nothing in the 
contract to prevent the printing firm or 
the reporters from undertaking news- 
paper work. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: Will 
the hon. Gentleman rectify that in future, 
so that the reporting shall be perfectly 
independent of newspapers. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I cannot 


undertake to rectify the contract. I 





- 


—wv 





nr 


oo Ss = - ~~ we -«- * —-— r 


Qo. nm 


PS 2. rH OO ec et Ss 





ee 


in 
) 


~~ a = "v 


we fF enw Pee + 


al 


eS = SS 











897 Civil Services 


{24 Fepruary 1904} 





Estimates, 1903-4. 898 


think that is very much a matter for the ; have everything at his fingers ends so as 


House to deal with itself. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said that with reference to the question 
raised by the hon. Member for Clare as to 
the desirability of publishing all the Irish 
debates together, he would like to inform 
the hon. Gentleman that the volumes were 
supplied to the Irish Members of Parlia- 
ment. He did not think it would entail 
very much additional expense if some 
more copies were published. He asked 
the hon. Gentleman to inquire whether 
that could be done. 


Mr. WHITLEY said the hon. Gentle- 
man had very frankly met the chief points 
raised, and that being so it might seem a 
little ungracious on his part if he were to 
press the Amendment. He moved in the 
interests of economy, and he had elicited 
the general opinion that the House would 
support the hon. Gentleman in en- 
deavouring to bring about economies in 
various directions in connection with the 
Printing and Stationery Department. 
The hon. Gentleman was responsible to 
the Treasury, and he ought to back up the 
chief of the Printing and Stationery 
Department in resisting unreasonable 
demands from the different Departments. 
He asked leave to withdraw the Amend- 
ment. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said he under- 
stood this Vote included the cost of the 
fiscal inquiry. What amount was 
devoted to that purpose ? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH said he 
was unable to state exactly how much 
should be apportioned for the cost of the 
inquiry. He would make inquiry in 
regard to that. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE said the Com- 
mittee ought to know now, because they 
might object to it. The House never 
agreed to the fiscal inquiry. A mass of 
statistics had been published which might, 
or might not, be useful, but surely they 


ought to know approximately what the | 


cost of the inquiry had been. The 


Minister in charge of the Vote should 
VOL. CXXX. [FourtH SERIEs. | 


_ to be able to explain every single item. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Crass III. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a Supplementary sum, not ex- 
ceeding £2,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1994, for certain 
Miscellaneous Legal Expenses.” 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
said the foot-note explanatory of this 
item was in the following terms— 

“The excess arises in respect of expenses 
incurred in connection with the arrest and 
extradition of Whitaker Wright, and the case of 
the convict Lynchehaun. 


He should like a little more informa- 
tion as to the detuils of this expenditure 
which he quite approved. He wished to 
know the exact amount incurred in respect 
of Whitaker Wright’s extradition, because 
£2,000, merely in respect of his arrest and 
extradition, was in itself somewhat a large 


‘sum. He hoped, however, it was not the 


whole amount that the Government was 
going to contribute towards the costs in 
this matter. The state of affairsin relation 
to the winding up of companies and the 
frauds in connection with many of them 
had been such that it was absolutely 
deterrent to any private prosecutor 
to enter upon proceedings and so to 
add to losses already incurred. This re- 
mark applied to the liquidation of too 
many companies. and the result was, on the 
one hand, impunity for the offender and 
absolute waste, as the report of the 
liquidator of companies showed, of many 
millions of money, ina manner most detri- 
mental to the true trade interests of the 
country. It was in the end advantageous 
to trade that occurrences of this kind 
shouldnot take place without prosecution. 
In the debate on the Address the Attorney- 
General had made a statement not only 
of the facts from his point of view and also 
of the law, for which everyone must have 
the greatest respect,even when, like himself, 
they ventured to differ from it, but he 
answered what he supposed to have been 
some reflections upon his own honour and 
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impartiality in the treatment of this 
matter. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: This Vote is not 
for the prosecution of Whitaker Wright. 
It is limited strictly to the expenses of 
extradition and the hon. Member must 
confine himself to that. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said he 
accepted that ruling at once. He only 
wished to say that the statement of the 
hon. and learned Gentleman as to his 
own conduct was almost unnecessary, 
and everyone assented to it without a 
single reservation. He hoped, however, 
the right hon. Gentleman would feel that, 
justice having been vindicated, there was 
some reason for the course that was 
taken, and that there was a moral and 
a legal obligation on the State to do 
more towards payment of the costs of 
the prosecution than was implied in this 
Estimate. This was justified by the 
result of the trial, which he and others 
had anticipated, and their action had 
thus been justified. 


THe ATTORNEY\|;GENERAL (Sir 
Rosperr Finiay, Inverness  Burghs) 
thanked his hon. friend for his frank 
and friendly words. The total cost of 
the proceedings for the extradition of 
Lynchehaun was £1,014, and there was 
a further claim which was estimated at 
£300. In the case of Whitaker Wright 
the total cost was £1,150. Extradition 
proceedings in America, as his hon. friend 
Was aware, were for various reasons 
expensive. The amount inthis Estimate 
did not represent what the Government 
had undertaken to pay in connection 
with the Whitaker Wright prosecution. 
These costs would be put on the law 
charges, which would be brought before 
the House in the ordinary way. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said he 
ought to move to reduce the Vote 
by £1,147, the whole of the costs 


incurred in the Whitaker Wright ex- 
tradition. The ground of his objection was 
that Whitaker Wright ought not to have 
been allowed to escape from this country 
after the decision of three Judges. He 
himself thought that Whitaker Wright 
was likely to escape, and on 11th March 
he asked a Question—of course, contrary 


Sir Albert Rollit, 
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to propriety, because nearly all pertinent 
Questions in this House were said to be 
contrary to propriety. His ()uestion 


was— 
“TI beg to ask the Home Secretary what 
steps, if any, are being taken by the 


authorities to prevent any attempt to escape 
from criminal justice by Mr. Whitaker Wright.” 


And the Home Secretary replied— 

‘**The hon. Member has given me no notice of 
that Question ; he had better put it on the Paper.” 

Before he had time to put it on the 
Paper Whitaker Wright escaped, an! 
was intended to escape. He believed 
that if Whitaker Wright had been a poor 
man it would not have been necessary to 
spend £1,100 to secure his extradition; 
he would have been instantly arrested. 
He maintained that the circumstances 
under which Whitaker Wright was 
allowed to escape looked as if there was 
one law for the poor and another for the 
rich. He moved the reduction of the 
Vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question put, © That 
a sum, not exceeding £1,900, be granted 
for the said Service.” — (Mr. Swift 
MuaeNeill). 


Mr. LABOUCHERE - said _ that 
Whitaker Wright having escaped, it was 
desirable that the extradition should 
take place, and that he should be brought 
back here for trial. What he complained 
of was that the man was allowed to 
escape from the country at all. ‘The 
Law Courts had undoubtedly held that 
Whitaker Wright had committed a very 
grave offence for which he ought to be 
punished, and he ought, therefore, to 
have been kept under some sort of police 
surveillance until the Attorney-General 
issued his warrant forthe arrest. Under 
the circumstances he would vote for the 
Amendment of his hon. friend. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
thought that the Attorney - General 
ought to reply. It seemed to him 
that one of two courses ought to 
be taken—either that the Attorney- 
General should acknowledge that he had 
committed a mistake in this matter, or 
that there should be an Appropriation-1n- 
aid for this amount out of the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman’s salary. 
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Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he would 
not be in order in going into the matter be- 
yond the statement he had made the other 
day in the debate on the Address. The 
Government took every step in their 
power, and the extradition proceedings 
were successful. He had heard no sug- 
gestion that there was any remissness on 
the part of the Home Office, or of any- 
one connected with the administration of 
justice in connection with the escape of 
Whitaker Wright; and he felt sure that 
the hon. and learned Member was not 
serious in suggesting that the Home 
Office had connived at his escape. He 
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submitted that the expenses were pro- 
perly incurred. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said he would 
not go so far as tosay that the Home Office 
connived at Whitaker Wright’s escape, 
but they neglected their duty. He still 
held to the opinion that if Whitaker 
Wright had not been a highly placed 
gentleman he would not have been 
allowed to escape. 

Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 126; 
Noes, 214. (Division List No. 16). 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Jarry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

grand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Surke, E. Haviland 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway | 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Di 0gan, Pp. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Ellice,Capt E.C(SAndrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 


Grant, Corrie 


Joyce, Michael 


| Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 


| Lundon, W. 


| M'Kean, John 


Murphy, John 


O’ Dowd, John 


O’ Mara, James 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
| Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Griffith, Ellis J. 
| Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D 
| Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
| Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
| Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
| Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 


Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Lambert, George 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 


Lloyd-George, David 
Logan, John William 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
| M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Mooney, John J. 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’ Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 


Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Roche, John 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.C. R( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay 1. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Swift MacNeill and Mr. 
Labouchere. 


O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham) 


NOES. 


Agy-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 


| Anson, Sir Wiliam Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn. HughO 
Arrol, Sir William 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
| Bain, Colonel James Robert 
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Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leed 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Mich. Hicks 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, 'T.Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A(Glasgow) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles Wiliam 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlzin, Rt.Hn.J.A( Wore 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dorington, Rt. Hon. Sic JohnE 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir Witliam Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Flhot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 

Fyler, John Arthur 

Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby-(Linc.) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 


Original Question put, and agreed to. | 
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Grevilie, Hon. Ronald 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton,Marq of( L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F..everton(‘Tynem th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanlev) 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir John H 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Kerr, John 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar, (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monmouth) 
Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks., N. R.) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants.. Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Col. Chas. W.*(Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm, lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. ) 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 





Estimates, 1903-4. 


O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hn.Wm.Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl r 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pym, C. Guy 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley, S.Forde( Bethnal Green 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford ) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, H.C(North’mbTyneside 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,t!Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf'd Univ 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. ( Notts.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und.Lyne 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H. (Yorks 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Sir 
Alexander Acland Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Resolutions to be reported. 
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Crass IV. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a Supplementary sum, not ex- 
ceeding £29,500. be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1904, for the Expenses of the Commis- 
sioners of National Education in Ire- 
land.” 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.) said that as regarded the inspection of 
national schools in Ireland, he was glad 
to find that the evening school system 
which was recently introduced was pro- 
gressing favourably. ‘The inspectors of 
the Board were almost unanimous in 
speaking in praise of the work ,that was 
being done. There was, however, one 
point which he wished to mention; 
which was of importance net only to 
everv Irishman but also to every educa- 
tionalist. That was the introduction of 
the Irish language, which was one of 
the greatest educational influences in 
the work of the evening schools. In- 
spector after inspector referred to the 
great local interest in education which 
was aroused by the introduction of the 
teaching of the Irish language; whereas in 
districts where it was not taught there was 
a lack of interest. He appealed to the 
Chief Secretary to encourage such an 
awakening of educational development 
among the people in Ireland. He was, how- 
ever, sorry and surprised to find that the 
National Board had recently issued a 
circular in reference to the teaching of 
the Irish language in national schools. 
It pointed out that schools which had not 
reached a certain standard of efticiency 
would not be allowed to teach the Irish 
language as an extra. The Irish language 
was not mentioned specially, but it was 
the only language that could be referred 
to. He did not contend that extras 
should be taught in all subjects where the 
school was not up to a certain standard 
of etticiency ; but the teaching of the 
Irish language had the greatest effect in 
raising the standard of a school and in- 
creasing its efficiency. If the circular 
were allowed to continue, 50 per cent. of 
the national schools would be excluded 
from teaching the Irish language. The 
cireular stated that no fees for 
languages could be given for any pupils in 


also 


{24 Fepruary 1904} 
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a lower standard than the fourth. 
Scarcely any language was taught in the 
national schools except the Irish 
language; and, therefore, it would have 
been more direct if the Commissioners of 
National Education had referred to the 
Irish language alone. There were in 
Ireland 400,000 pupils enrolled in the 
first three standards ; and if the circular 


_ were insisted on they would all be excluded 


from learning the Irish language. What 
was the use of teaching a native language 
unless it were taught from the beginning ! 
He hoped that the Chief Secretary would 
see that the teaching of the Irish 
language, which had done so much for 
educational! life in Ireland, would not be 
hampered by the National Board. With 
reference to the salaries of teachers, he 
asked the Chief Secretary a few days 
ago how many assistant teachers had been 
promoted from the third grade to the 
second grade, and the answer was three. 
He was aware that the Commissioners 
had certain authority to promote men 
who were doing good work and pay them 
accordingly ; but in two years only three 
teachers had been so promoted. The 
Commissioners had not availed of their 
power in this direction, and there was no 
indication that they proposed to avail of 
it. At present national teachers in Ire- 
land had very little prospect of promotion. 
He would ask the Chief Secretary to look 
carefully into the matter, believing, as he 
did, that the greatest injury was done to 
the cause of education in Ireland by the 
wretchedly inadequate system of payment 
there in force. In any other country in 
the world men who had the important 
work of training the vouth were paid 
well, and it was only in Ireland that such 
a mean and niggardly system of payment 
was adopted. He would also ask the 
Chief Secretary to obtain the withdrawal 
of the circular issued by the National 
Board, who appeared to be striving with all 
their might to prevent the Irish language 
being taught in the schools. 


*Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) advocated 
the development of the musical capacities 
of the Irish children, as was being donein 
the English schools. It was unfortunate 
that no proper attempt had been made 
to issue, for school purposes, a collection 
of Irish folk songs, together with the 
music for them. If that were done he 
Was sure that the musical culture of the 
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children would be greatly assisted. He 
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| 
] 


hoped the National Board of Education | 
would issue at the earliest moment a | 


proper collection of Irish national songs, 


| 


not only to the evening continuation | 


schools but also to the day schools. In 
the preface of a folk-song book for 


repeat them. 


English schools issued a few years ago, | 


Sir C. Villiers Stanford said— 

**In our wide experience preference appears 
to be given in the schools to songs of an 
ephemeral character, or to new songs specially 
written, from which it is impossible to expect 
any lasting results ; for a sound basis of musical 
feeling can alone be obtained from genuine folk 
songs, which have grown up along with the 
development of the country itself, and it is 
mainly through their influence that we may hope 
to develop that responsive sympathy which 
preduces national art, artists, and art-lovers.” 
and he had read that very day a review 
of Sir Horace Plunkett’s, “Ireland in the 
New Century,” which contained this 
extract— 

* A passionate conviction is gaining ground 
that if Irish traditions, literature, language, art. 


' tion classes. 
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made. The Committee were dealing with 
evening continuation classes, and the 
circular did not refer to evening continua- 
His views on the Irish 
language were known, and he need not 
The great increase in the 
evening continuation schools must be a 
subject of general congratulation. Asa 
rule, objection was taken to Supplemen- 


tary Estimates, but he thought this Sup- 


music, and culture, are allowed to disappear, it | 


will mean the disappearance ef the race; and 
that the education of the country must be 
nationalised if our social, intellectual, or even 
our economic position is to be improved.” 

It was only by proper collections of these 
songs that the musical capacity of the 
people could be developed, and it was 
the only basis upon which useful 
results could be obtained. He further 
hoped that the Chief Secretary would see 
his way to carry out a reduction of the 
pupils from sixty to fifty as the average 
number entitling them to a_ teacher. 
An average of sixty very often meant 
a total attendance of ninety or ninety- 
five, and one teacher could not be ex- 
pected to efficiently look after a school 
with that number of pupils. Finally he 
hoped the National Board of Education 
would withdraw the circular relating to 
the teaching of Irish, in the schools. 
The Irish language was making rapid 
strides in the country, and it was because 
they wanted it encouraged in every 
manner, and every department, that 
they urged the Chief Secretary to do all 
in his power to get the circular with- 
drawn. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 


LAND (Mr. Wynpuan, Dover) said there | 


was nothing in this Vote pertaining to 


plementary Estimate in respect of evening 
schools ought to be welcomed in all 
quarters of the House. In 1901 there 
were only twenty continuation schools, 
whereas the number was now over 1,000, 
The development had been so rapid as to 
exceed the Estimate originally draw up. 
With regard to the complaint as to slow- 
ness of promotion and the inadequacy of 
the salaries of Irish teachers, he admitted 
that the promotion was slow, but the 
remedy was mot immediately obvious. 
The present svstem had the defect that 
it had caused a great multiplication of 
schools. It might be said on that ground 
that promotion should be more rapid, 
but that had not been the result. There 
was no local incentive on the part 
of managers, as the control was ex- 
ercised by a central body. Consequently 
all the teachers in excess oi the require- 
ments—not of the number of schools, 
but of the number of pupils—did not 
get the promotion which they might 
expect in this country. At the outset 
teachers were worse paid in this country 
than in Ireland, but they had_ better 
prospects. This Supplementary Estimate 


gave some support to the argument 
which he had frequently used, that 


the new rules as to salary would be 
found to work out better than had been 
supposed would be the case. No less 
than £14,000 of this Supplementary 
Estimate was due to salaries and to 
increments accruing under the new rules. 
It was a complicated system, under 
which it was impossible to tell before- 
hand exactly how much any particular 
teacher would earn, and consequently at 
the end of the vear there were certain 
balances of salary to be paid. Until 
some plan was devised for lessening the 
number of schools where they were ex- 


‘cessive, the teaching profession could 


not hold out such good prospects 1 
Ireland as in England. He would cer- 


the circular to which reference had been | tainly give his attention to the subject. 


Mr. Boland. 








——— 
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| but it was a matter which would requirea 

! ood deal of consideration, not only for 
him, but for Members of the House, 
before a satisfactory solution could be 
arrived at. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND - said 
everybody recognised that it was im- 
possible on this Supplementary Estimate 
to go as far into the subject as Irish 
Members wished, but there would be an 
opportunity to do so later. He wanted 
to ask the Chief Secretary if he could 
give a promise that, if it was found that 
this circular on extra subjects issued by 
the National Board of Education, and 
in which it was said that no fees could 
be allowed for languages taught to pupils 
lower than the fourth class—if that 
circular seriously interfered with the 
teaching of Irish to large numbers of 
small children, he would take steps 
to change the circular in that respect. 
They knew the right hon. Gentleman 
had no power over the Board, but no 
doubt an expression 
would carry considerable weight. 


He 


{24 Fepruary 1904} 





of his opinion | 


was very glad to hear that the right | 


hon. Gentleman was in favour of the 
Trish language being taught. The result 
of excluding all classes below the fourth 
class from participating in the fees for 
teaching languages would be to exclude 
an immense number of Irish children 
from the teaching of their own language. 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.) said it was 
very hard that the Irish language should 
not be universally taught in the schools. 
He had been a professor of languages 
for over forty vears and could testify to 
the value of the Irish language. The 
proper time to commence to teach it 
was when the pupils were quite young, 
and. if they deprived the youngest pupils 
of that privilege. it was possible that 
they would never learn the language at 
all. He also advocated the teaching of 
the Irish national songs. The Irish were 
a musical race, and it .would be the 
greatest pity to deprive them of the 
pleasure and advantage to be gained 
from a study of music. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 
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Resolutions to be reported To-morrow : 
Committee also report Progress; to sit 
again To-morrow. 


EVENING SITTING. 


TECHNICAL EDUCATION (IRELAND) 
(EQUIVALENT GRANT). 

Mr. SHEEHY (Meath, 8.) said that 
any hon. Member who followed the story 
of the way in which Ireland had been 
treated in regard to the equivalent grant 
with respect to Irish technical education. 
would see that all through the piece a 
system of chicanery had been pursued by 
the authorities with the collusion of the 
Treasury. As everybody knew, although 
the Technical Education Act was 
passed in 1889, no money passed under 
that Act to Irish education. By Clause 
3 of that Act, however, the local authori- 
ties of England and Wales we e permitted 
to levy a rate on the locality, which 
was limited to one penny in the pound, 
and the equivalent of the amount 
collected in the locality was granted by 
the Treasury. In the following year, 1890, 
by some extraordinary means, a sum of 
£1,304,000 derived under the Customs and 
Excise Act was placed at the disposal of 
Parliament and appropriated in the pro- 
portions of 80, 11, and 9. England received 
£1,043,200, Scotland £143,440, and Ireland 
£117,620. Whilst a certain proportion 
of the English and Scotch grants were 
devoted to technical education, the 
corresponding proportion allotted to Ire- 
land did not goin that direction. A part 
of it was devoted to increasing the 
salaries of the teachers in the national 
schools, and some was used by the 
Treasury to pay off an old debt of the 
Treasury to the national school teachers 
in regard to their claims for superannua- 
tion. Owing to the special regulations 
made in respect to Ireland with regard 
to this grant, the operation of the Act of 
1889 in Ireland became impossible, and 
the local bodies had to resort to all kinds 
of expedients to secure the grant at all. 
It was not till ten years after the Local 
Government Act was passed for England 
and Wales that a similar Act was 
passed for Ireland, and under that Act 
the country for the first time was able 
to secure large grants and give a really 
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good start to technical education. In 


the previous year the functions of the | 


Science and Art Department had been 
transferred to the Board of Agriculture 
and Technical Education, and within a 
year it was discovered that, although the 
functions of the Science and Art Depart- 
ment with regard to technical education 
were so transferred, no funds had been 
transferred to carry them out. For ten 
years after the passing of the Technical 
Education Act, England and Scotland 
had full advantage of the fund for tech- 
nical education, with the result that 
England had received some £10,000,000 
and Scotland £800,000, but Ireland 
during that period only received some 
£80,000. It might be said that Ireland 
had received all she was entitled to 
under the Act, but what they complained 
of was that ever since the passing of the 
Act of 1889 the Treasury, with the collu- 
sion of the Science and Art Department, 
had through a policy of chicanery kept 
the grants to which Ireland was en- 
titled from benefiting her. Year after 
year the sums which under the Act 
should have *been devoted to tech- 
nical education had been devoted to 
other purposes entirely. From 1890 to 
1897 the Treasury obtained from this 
House . £58.629 for technical educa- 


tion in Ireland, not a penny of which | 


was spent for that purpose. He desired 
to know what had become of that 
money and why had Ireland by this 
special regulation been deprived of it. 


So far as England and Scotland were 
concerned that money was given annually, 
but when it came to Ireland a new system 
was adopted and they were told that the 
grant was to terminate in 1904. Credit 
had to be given for the fact that the Chief 
Secretary shared the views of the Irish 


representatives on this matter. but unfor- | 


tunately he was powerless to alter it. It 


had been said that the local councils did | 
' English Department. 


not use the power they had to strike a 
penny rate and demand the equivalent 
grant from the Treasury. That was true, 
because at the time, before the Irish 
Local Government Act, the local bodies 
of Ireland were the old grand juries, who 
were only representative of property, and 


they were not likely to strike a rate which | 


would affect their property. It did not lie 
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was due to the action of the local boards; 
it was due rather to the manner in which 
the Minute was drawn and the way in 
which the boards had been constituted. 
The Treasury, he asserted, had used some 
part of the Irish fund to pay off old debts 
due to the teachers of Ireland, and 
Treasury jealousy and jugglery had con- 
tributed to the impoverishment of 
Treland in the matter of technical educa- 
tion. Every step taken by the local 
bodies to assist this education had been 
thwarted by the Treasury. Deputations 
had waited on the Chief Secretary, and 
although the right hon. Gentleman had 
consented to make an annual grant 


there was nothing to secure the 
payment of the money which they 
claimed. The Treasury had in fact dis- 


obeyed Parliament in this matter by 
retaining the money which should have 
been applied to technical education, or by 
spending it illegally. England and Scot - 
land had had theirshare of this money— 
and an immense share it was—but it 
had been witheld from Ireland. There 
was no class of his countrymen at the 
present time which did not feel that 
Ireland had been most unjustly treated 
in this question, and only that day 
he had received a_ telegram from 
a Conservative gentleman—a mem- 
ber of a county board, congratulating 
the Irish Party on the action it was 
taking. His case was that the Treasury 
had persistently and by every device 
within its power secured that as little of 
this money as was possible should go to 
Ireland, and he now claimed that they 





| should receive, not an empty promise or 


guarantee, but a distinct pledge that 
the wrong done should be repaired, and 
that the money which belonged to Ireland 
—£58,629—should be at once placed at 
the disposal of the Irish Board to be 
dealt with for technical education pur- 
poses without interference from the 
They wanted some 
form of finality in this matter; they 
desired to put an end to this diabolical 


_ treatment of Ireland, and they would con- 
tinue the struggle until they got their 
| rights. 


He begged to move the Resolu- 
tion standing in his name. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) seconded the 


with hon. Members opposite toclaim that | Motion. Time and time again the ques- 
the loss to Ireland during all these years ' tion of Irish education had been brought 


Mr. Sheehy. 
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forward in that House, and he often asked 
himself the reason why. This was only | 
one phase of the educational problem 
in Ireland, and whenever they tried 
to solve these problems they were 
always met with the plea that there was 
no money available for Irish education. 
Whether it was a question of technical, 
primary, or higher education in Ireland it 
was all the same, there was no money to 
spare. In England money could be found 
for any purpose that was desired, even for 
the purchase of battleships which were 
not required, but when it came to provid- 
ing technical schools in Ireland, red tape 
and Government ofticialdom blocked the 
way. Now the Irish Members had set 
themselves to try and find a remedy. 
They had public opinion in Ireland 
solidly at their back and technical edu- 
cation committees all over the land had 
passed resolutions denouncing the action 
of the Treasury and of the Government in 
trying to withhold a certain portion of the 
grant to which they were entitled. The 
technical education committee of his 
own city—of which he had been a mem- 
ber for years—-had, on the motion of 
the Catholic priest, seconded by the 
Protestant minister, passed one of those 
resolutions. That showed conclusively 
that this was not a Party or sectional 
question, but that it was one in which all 
were deeply interested. Naturally, they 
in Ireland looked abroad to see how other 
places were situated in this matter. 
What was done in the matter of technical 
education in England, for instance! How 
much money was spent on it in London 
alone! Had he not been an Irishman he 
might have been tempted to wish himself 
a Londoner, in order to enjoy the educa- 
tional benefits there to be obtained. In 
England the technical schools were 
catered for generously, and even lavishly, 
but in Ireland they were cribbed, cabined, 
and confined. What had they done in 
Ireland with the limited means at their 
disposal? Some years ago technical edu- 
cation was almost unknown in Ireland. 
There were a few small schools struggling 
along in a haphazard fashion, but when 
the people got local self-government they 
soon took advantage of the Act, and put 
in force their rate-levying powers, in order 
to secure technical instruction for the 
people. Quickly the schools which were 
established became successful and the 
attendance of the pupils rapidly increased. 
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He was present when Mr. Plunkett pre- 
sented the prizes to the pupils in the 
Limerick Technical Schools, and when 
he paid a very high tribute to the 
pupils for their proficiency in the 
various classes they had attended. 
That fact alone should make the Treasury 
recognise that their claim was a just one, 
and accede to their wishes. 


Now he had a few words to say as to the 
equivalent grant. Before 1898 Ireland was 
undoubtedly entitled equally with the rest 
of the United Kingdom to the share in this 
grant, but as a matter of fact it had been 
withheld from them, with the result that 
the Irish committees had been crippled and 
had had to work under unfair conditions. 
He thought they had a very strong case. 
It might be said that the £55,000 a year 
was given in lieu of those rights, but that 
was not understood by anyone, and the 
Department formally announced to the 
committees that it was still open to 
them to earn the other grants in addition 
to the £55,000. He instanced the 
Limerick committee as one which, acting 
on the suggestion and with the approval 
of the Department, formulated and put 
into operation a portion of the scheme, 
on which they were spending £2,000 a 
year with admittedly excellent results. 
Of that sum £288 came from a penny 
rate, and £288 from the equivalent grant, 
the balance being from the Department, 
fees from certain science and art pay- 
ments, and the income from a public hall, 
which they owned themselves, and which 
they gave free for technical education 
purposes. The income of the committee 
and the expenditure on the scheme were 
now equal, and the withdrawal of the 
equivalent grant would necessitate the 
dropping of nearly £300 a year. Besides, 
the city would be saddled with the penny 
rate, which was agreed to on the express 
understanding that an equivalent 
sum would be _ forthcoming from 
South Kensington. Now the Treasury 
stepped in to filch away £300 of the 
miserable income at the disposal of the 
city. It was no answer to say that 
the money could be got out of the 
development grant. That money was 
due to Ireland independently altogether 
of the equivalent grant. He asked the 
Secretary of the Treasury to say whether 
Ireland’s right to the equivalent grant 
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had been revoked by the Local Govern- 
ment Act or the Technical Instruction 
Act, and, if so, what was the clause or 
section in either of those Acts revoking 
it. Hon. Members from Ireland claimed 
that this money was justly due to Ireland, 
and he hoped the Secretary to the Treasury 
would not indulge in sympathetic 
speeches as the Chief Secretary did so 
often, but that he would give them some 
practical sympathy, and show that the 
claim now put forward would be fairly 
met. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That, in the opinion of this House, the 
action of the Treasury in withholding the 
Irish Equivalent Grant for Technical 
Education is a violation of the intention 
of Parliament and a gross injustice to 
Treland.”’—(V/r. Sheehy.) 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said he desired in the first instance to 
express his intense surprise at the absence 
of the Chief Secretary. The Attorney- 
General for Ireland was there, but he was 
not concerned in the discussion of this 
matter, and could scarcely be said to ade- 
quately represent the Irish Government in 
this matter, which was one of vital import- 
ance tolreland. Ithad been brought before 
the Chief Secretary by deputations repre- 
senting every class, creed, and shade of 
politics in Ireland, and the right hon. 
Gentleman had repeatedly expressed the 
greatest possible sympathy. He would 
gather from the expressions of the Chief 
Secretary that he had been engaged in 
some sort of controversy with the 
Treasury on the matter, and that might 
be the reason for his absence, but it was 
not a reason which justified his absence. 
It was nothing short of a scandal that a 
discussion should take place on this sub- 
ject in the absence of the principal 
representative of the Irish Government. 
They were dealing in this matter 
primarily with the Treasury. and he was 
sure those representing that Department 
would bring to the subject an 
unprejudiced mind and an anxiety 
to do what was fair. He had no doubt 
that the Secretary to the Treasury had 
tried to make himself acquainted with 
the merits, but he had not been con- 
cerned in this matter; it was quite 
new to him, and the responsible officer 

Mr. Joyce. 
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of the Government who had been dis- 
cussing the matter for two or three years 
with the representatives of Irish public 
opinion, was absent from the House. 
He therefore, on behalf of the representa- 
tives of Ireland, entered a protest against 
the way in which this debate had been 
treated by the Chief Secretary. He 
was embarrassed in saying the few 
words he had to say in the absence of 
the Chief Secretary. What he desired 
to do was to quote the right hon. 
Gentleman’s own words. The strongest 
case that could be made out in favour 
of the Irish claim was to be found in the 
speeches of the Chief Secretary. On 
Ist April last year in this House the 
right hon. Gentleman spoke on the Irish 
development grant, and in showing the 
necessity of the treatment he proposed 
for that grant, he, as a proof of the way 
Ireland had been, so to speak, swindled 
by the Treasury in past times. instance: 
this very question of the equivalen: 
grant for technical education. He 
said— 

** What is the result? In the nine years in 
the case of England between 1892 to 1900, 
sums amounting to £6,276,404 were devoted to 
technical education in England and Wales. 
Ireland lost two years altogether in that 
period; but in the remaining seven years sh: 
was only able to spend £71,900 on technical 
education, and out of that comparatively 
insignificant sum no less than £55,000 was 
expended in the last year.” 


Then he went on to say that Ireland. 
because she was not in a position to 
spend the money that rightiv came to 
her, was immediatelv robbed of the sum 
altogether. When last autumn a depu- 
tation waited on the Chief Secretary in 
Dublin Castle—a deputation represent- 
ing all the county councils in Ireland 
and men of all Parties and classes in 
the country—the right hon. Gentleman 
made a most sympathetic reply and 
said that he would for the moment put 
forward what he presumed would be 
the argument of the Treasury, on which, 
by inference, at all events, he poured 
contempt. The right hon. Gentleman 
went on to point out the hitory of this 
thing. 


Although his hon. friends who 
moved and seconded the Motion had 
put the case clearly and emphatically 


he thought it would be well to summarise 
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it. The grant with which they were 
dealing was made under Section 3 of 


the Technical Instruction Act, 1889. 
Tuat Act provided that this grant 
was to be administered from the 


Science and Art Department in London, 
and in accordance with regulation: 
made by them. The regulations that 
were laid down were to the effect that 
for every penny raised by the local 
authority from a local rate, a penny 
would be contributed out of this grant. 
Aiter an interval of many years, during 
which, owing to Ireland’s unpreparedness, 
the money did not come to Ireland at 
all, the Act of 1899 was passed. That 
Act transferred from the Science 
Art Department in London to the new 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
Department in Dublin all the powers 
and rights which the Science and Art 
Department had previously exercised in 
this matter. That was to say, the new 
Department in Ireland was to carry out 
the regulations which had previously 
made by the Science and Art 
Department in London. It was true 
that with the establishment of the new 
Department in Ireland a sum of £55,000 
at their disposal for the 
promotion of technical education, and 
the Treasury might contend that that 
Was in substitution for the grant that 
previously existed, but he would quote 
the action of the new Department to 
refute that. What did the new Depart- 
nent The moment these powers 
oi the Science and Art Department were 


been 


Was placed 


io? 
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mistake and that they had no authority 
to issue the circular, and that the penny 
in the £ could not be given. The new 
Department then issued another circular 
stating that they had made a mistake, and 
that according to orders received from the 
Treasury this grant had been withdrawn 
and that they could not provide the 
money. The people up and down the 
country had taxed themselves and had 
incurred expense and liability in inaugu- 
rating a system of technical education 
on the strength of the undertaking given 
by the new Department that the arrange- 
which had previously existed 
would continue. It was a monstrous 
thing for any Minister who had any 
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‘interest whatever in the promotion of 
| technical education in Ireland to attempt 


£60,000 a 
| had been gradual, and at the time the 


for a moment to justify what had 
happened. As a matter of fact, if the 
people in the various localities took full 
advantage of this provision of a penny 
in the £ it would give a sum of over 
year. But the proceedings 


|grant was withdrawn, the penny in the 


£ contributed by the Government 


‘only amounted to, he thought. £3,500. 


He was not sure whether it was £3,500 or 
£7,000. vear. The claim now put forward 


‘was a dual claim. first that the original 


| arrangement should stand, and that the 


transferred to them they issued a circular | 


he local bodies in Ireland saving 
that they had now taken over these 
powers and explaining to them that 
for every penny in the £ put on the 
local rates the new Department were 
prepared to supply a penny more. 
Was happy to say that during vears 
past the interest in technical educa- 
tion had inereased enormously in Ireland 
and people were more prepared to under- 
tske the work. Consequently the 
circulars issued by the new Department 
had the effect of putting into action all 
those local bodies up and down the 
country, and they proceeded at once to 
tax the localities and put this penny per 
£ rate on, and so it remained until 
suddenly the Treasury informed the new 


Department that they had made a great 


to ft 


penny in the £ should be available 
all over Ireland wherever the people 
taxed themselves to that amount. The 
claim had been whittled down, but at 
any rate £7,000 should Le permanently 
available. He. for his part, would 
not be satisfied with this arrangement. 
The Irish people were in this matter the 
victims of bad faith; they had been 


/induced to tax themselves for technical 
| education under false pretences ; and in 


He | 


the’ circumstances it was the plain duty of 
the Treasury to stand by the original 
arrangement with regard to the equiva- 
lent grant. Otherwise the spread of 
technical education in Ireland would be 
interrupted and the industrial develop- 
ment of the country arrested. This was 
not a matter of politics, and he hoped 
the Unionist Members from Ireland 
would assist in endeavouring to obtain 
some justice from the Treasury on this 
In the matter of technical 
Treland behind every 


occasion. 


education was 
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civilised nation in Europe, and now that | 


the interest of the people had at last 
been really awakened, and when they 
were anxious to tax themselves in order 
to promote this kind of instruction, 
surely it was not too much to ask 
that the engagement solemnly given 
by the Treasury should be kept and that 
the Irish people should not be filched 
of this miserably small sum which was 
necessary to go on with the work. 


*THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
1HE TREASURY (Mr. Victor Caven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.) said _ this 
question was full of intricacy, but he 
could say that he approached it with 
a mind entirely free from 
and anxious only to arrive at a conclusion 
that was fair and just. In the Estimates 
ior 1891-92 grants were for the first time 
inserted for the purposes of the 
Technical Education Act of 1889 in the 
United Kingdom. In 1890 the Local 
Taxation Act was passed, by which 
what was known as “the whiskey 
money” was placed at the disposal of the 
local authorities who were authorised to 
utilise it in Great Britain for technical 
education, The speeial grant under 
the Technical Education Act was then 
withdrawn from Great Britain but con- 
tinued to hold good with regard to 
Ireland. Under the Local Taxation 
Act Ireland received her full share of 
the “whisky money,” out of whieh a 
sum of £78,000 a year was allocated to 
the Commissioners of National Education 
and the balance to the Intermediate 
Education Board. Under the Agricul- 
tural and Technical Instruction Act of 
1899 that £78,000 a year was trans- 
ferred from the Commissioners of National 
Education to the new Department of Agri; 
culture, and £55,000 a year of that sum 
was specially earmarked for technical 
education. He found that in the year 
1892 there was on the Estimates a special 
grant for Ireland of £500; but with 
the increase of money raised by rates 
for technical education the grant, 
corresponding to the rates increased 
to £3,500, at which amount the grant 
was continued up to the present moment. 
This specific sum of £55,000, earmarked 
for technical instruction, was naturally 
regarded by the Treasury as superseding 

Mr. John Redmond, 
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prejudice , 
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the necessity for the smaller separate 
grant previously provided, apart from 
which Ireland was on terms of absolute 
equality with England and Scotland. 
The special grant in aid which had been 
given to Ireland for a considerable 
period, the Treasury decided should come 
to an end, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND asked if 


| that meant that the £3,500 known as the 


equivalent grant was merged thereaiter 
in the £55,000 ? 


*Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH said he 
had pointed out that the sum of £3,500 
had keen paid up to that time out of tlie 
grant voted annually by the House. 
They now came to the point when in 
1901 the Chancellor of the Exchequer con- 
cluded that to put the two countries in a 
position of entire equality, the special aid 
grant should cease, Representations were 
made by the Department of Agriculture 
and Technical Instruction to the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bristol, 
who was then Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, and in consequence of these 
representations the Treasury undertook 
that the old grant of £3,500 should be 
continued for three years more, on the 
ground that there had been some mis- 
understanding; that the new Department 
should not be placed inany disadvantage- 
ous position, and that in the interval of 
three years they should have time to 
make arrangements to provide out of 
their endowment for the future of 
technical instruction in Treland. He 
must say that he could not see that the 
Treasury were liable to the aceusation of 
having acted unjustly to Ireland. They 
had granted everything to Ireland which 
had been granted to England. He did 
not wish to labour the point, but having 
considered the matter deliberately and 
dispassionately, he did not think that 
Ireland had fared badly ; in fact, it had 
done rather well. The special grant 
would be continued to the 31st March, 
1905, on the distinct understanding that, 
after that date, it would be withdrawn 
from Ireland as it had already been with- 
drawn from England and _ Scotland. 
Speaking on behalf of the Government, 
they fully recognised the importance 
of technical education to Ireland, and 
he thought that their past history 
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showed that they had treated Ireland 
exceptionally well, and that they 
had got nothing to look back upon as 
disereditable in these transactions. He 
was strongly of opinion that they had 
acted in the right, and had in no degree 
whatever merited the Resolution that had 
heen proposed. 


Mr. SHEEHY said he wished the 
Financial Secretary would explain whit 
the Treasury proposed to do with the 
£58,629 which was voted by this House 
jor Irish technical education, and never 
spent in Ireland. 


*Me. VICTOR CAVENDISH said he 
helieved that that sum was at the 
disposal of the Department of Educa- 
tion in Ireland, which was responsible 
for it. If it could be shown that the 
regulations under which those sums of 
money were administered, prevented the 
money from going to the objects or 
which it was required, the matter would 
receive the careful consideration of the 
Treasury. 


*Sip THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) said that the Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury could hardly think that 
the Irish Members would be satisfied 
with the answer he had given. The 
hon. Gentleman had discharged his duty 
with great ability, and his speech 
showed that he had devoted consider- 
able attention to the question. He 
gathered from that speech, however, and 
the materials supplied to the hon. Gentle- 
man by the Treasury officials, that the 
Treasury imagined nobody understood 
this question in Ireland. Those of 
them who had made a study of 
this question for years past must 
have been surprised at the figures 
which the hon. Member had put before 
the House. The Financial Secretary had 
told them that all that Ireland was 
allowed by the Act of 1899 was a sum of 
£3,500. That was a most astounding 
statement. Ever since the year 1889 a 
large sum had been put down on the 
Estimates and voted Ly the House for 
the purposes of technical education in 
Ireland. It was a most extraordinary 
thing that in 1890 the amount voted for 
technical education was nearly £14,000, 
but only £8,000 had been spent ; and yet 


{24 Fepruary 1904} 





(Equivalent Grant). 922 


they were told that all the money ever 
asked for, or spent in Ireland on technical 
education was £3,500! He thought the 
speech of the Financial Secretary showed 
what the policy of the Treasury was as to 
the Acts of 1889 and 1899. That policy, 
he contended, was an endeavour to get 
out of the obligations placed upon the 
Treasury, by Parliament, in return for 
payments made by Ireland to the 
Imperial Exchequer. The history of 
technical education in Ireland was rather 
complicated. It began with the Act of 
1889, under which a certain amount 
was allotted to Ireland for technical 
education, which sum was to. cor- 
respond with a rate of one penny 
in the £, which would be levied by the 
Irish local authorities. That wasin return 
for the whiskey duty which was paid by 
Ireland. If that rate had been struck the 
amount available for technical education 
in Ireland would have been £63,000 a year. 
As a matter of fact that amount had not 
been spent, for the simple reason that the 
regulations would not work except to a 
very limitedextent. Each yeara certain 
sum was put on to the Estimates to be 
devoted to technical education in Ireland 
under the Science and Art Department, 
but in no year was the sum voted, which 
varied in amount, spent in Ireland. What 
happened then? This Irish money which 
had been voted by the House for technical 
education purposes in Ireland was not 
spent in Ireland, but on technical educa- 
tion in England, the total amount so 
appropriated from 1889 to 1899 being 


probably not far short of £100,000. 
When attention was drawn to this 
matter, separate accounts were no 


longer kept and they were not able to 
discover how much money was voted for 
technical education in Ireland. Then 
came the Act of 1899, under which £55,009 
was granted to Ireland for technical educa- 
tion. That was not English money, but 
Irish money from Irish sources; it was 
part of the revenue of the Irish Depart- 
ments derived from the Irish Surplus 
Fund, from Ireland’s share of the pro- 
bate duties, from the extinction of Irish 
judgeships, and from economies in Irish 
administration. There was nothing in 
the Act of 1899 which implied that the 
original equivalent grant was to be 
waived or done away with. Unless the 
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Treasury could prove that an Act of 
Parliament had taken away that grant, 
they had a right to insist upon the pay- 
ment of the £100,000 of the Irish money 
spent in England, of £63,000 a year which 
was the equivalent of the penny rate, and 
this further sum of £55,000 provided 
under the Act of 1899. When the Eng- 
lish Education Act of 1892 was in Com- 
mittee objection was taken that that Act 
would prevent Ireland from getting an 
equivalent grant for technical education, 
but this was specially met in that Act. 


When the Act of 1899 was passed 
the Irish people set to work in earnest 
to start technical education. They 
struck a rate and did everything in 
their power to earn the money voted by 
Parliament. They were encouraged by 
the Irish Agricultural Department, and 
told that they would get a penny in the 
£ from them and a penny under the Act 
of 1889—that the two together would be 
equivalent to something like £118,000 a 
year. Now, the Treasury wished to 
put Ireland off with £3,500 a year! 
They were told that they would get 
£7,000 instead of this £355,000. He 
wanted to know whether that sum had 
been paid, for he had a suspicion that it 
had not been paid, and he hoped the re- 
presentative of the Government would 
give them some information on this point. 
They insisted that this £55,000 should be 
given to them in addition to the £63,000 
which was Irish money. They would not 
under any circumstances consent to 
charge the Irish development grant with 
any future acts of generosity which the 
Treasury might contemplate with regard 
tolIreland. That money had been granted 
for a specific purpose and they insisted 
upon that purpose being fulfilled. 


He wished to say a word on the ques- 
tion of technical instruction buildings in 
Ireland, and this was a question to which 
he invited the special attention of the 
Treasury Bench. The local technical in- 
struction committees had done their best 
to provide accommodation for the tech- 
nical schools. It was all very well when 
they understood they were to get twopence 
for every penny they raised under this Act, 
but now they were only to get £3,500, and 
a very great difficulty had arisen upon 
this question of providing accommodation. 
It was the same all over the country, for 


Sir Thomas Esmonde. 
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‘the technical committees had not money 


enough to provide proper school accommo- 
dation. and they were at their wits end to 
know how to carry on their work. If 
they built the necessary schools all their 
money would go and they would have 
no funds left to teach their pupils, 
This question was a very serious one and, 
he hoped it would be carefully considered, 
At the present time they were not 
allowed to use any part of their technical 
rate to pay interest on any money 
borrowed for technical school buildings. 
He wished to remind the Government 
that all over Ireland there were model 
schools, and generally they were not of 
much public utility, and he thought the 
Treasury could very easily utilise those 
schools for the purposes of technical 
education. He thought that would put 
those schools to a much more useful 
purpose without any hardship to any- 
body, and there would he an easing of 


the situation. The equivalent of the 
Irish money spent in England for 


technical education ought to form a 
nucleus for providing a building fund 
for Irish technical schools. Technical 
education was what the masses of the 
people in Ireland needed in order to fit 
them for obtaining their livelihood, and 
in view of the importance of this question 
he hoped the Treasury would reconsider 
their position, and give them a more 
satisfactory answer to the points which 
had been raised, 


Sir JAMES HASLETT (Belfast, N.) 
thought the Government was wise in 
endeavouring to foster the technical 
instruction which was necessary to equip 
the youth of Ireland for the keen com- 
petition which was now going on. There 
was at present a difficulty as to means. 
They were allowed to strike a rate of a 
penny in the pound, or £4,500 a year, but 
this would be more than absorbed in inter- 
est on the buildings. This caused a very 
serious difficulty. The only fund they 
had at their disposal was their share of 
the £55,000, and that amounted to 
£9,000 or £10,000 a year. This money, 
however, was absorbed in equipping thie 
schools with first-class teachers and 
appliances, without which they could 
never hope to grapple with the question, 
and become up-to-date in regard to their 
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education. The hon. Member who had 
just sat down spoke of a sum of £63,000, 
tut he did not think that amount came 
into the question at all until every con- 
stituency in Ireland had adopted the Act. 


925 


sir THOMAS ESMONDE: They have 
all done it now. 


Sir JAMES HASLETT said that not 
a tithe of them had adopted it, and not 
a tithe of them had provided a penny in 
the pound. There was only a small pro- 
portion of the governing bodies in Ireland 
that had made this rate in order to grapple 
with education. Therefore they had no 
right to speak of this £63,000. The penny 
in the pound ought to have its equivalent. 
Education,was not of so much value when 
it was given for nothing, and the com- 
munity that taxed itself for education 
was more likely to be careful in the 
«distribution of the money, and in seeing 
that they got proper value for it. His 
hon. friend had said that he proposed 
putting down next year the sum of 
£3,500, but he had limited it to one year, 
and ky so doing he had taken the grace 
out of the act. He urged the hon. Mem- 


ber to realise that if Ireland was to be, Dell 
‘deliberately taken from them, had been 


brought up-to-date in educational matters 
there was a little debt owing to her. 


He did not blame the Treasury entirely, | 


for the people of Ireland were only 
just waking up to the importance of 
this question and realising its value. 
lf in the past they had taxed themselves 
they would have received a_ larger 
amount. In Belfast they received small 
doles from South Kensington, but, now 
they had come to face the question, he 
did not think £55,000 a year would be 
sufficient to bring them up-to-date. He 
implored the Treasury to deal generously 
with a people who were quick in learning, 
and who, if they received this instruction, 
were thoroughly capable of competing 
with any people in the world. He 
implored the representatives of the 
Treasury to consider this question, and 
not return an unsympathetic answer. 
He hoped. the sympathy of the Govern- 
ment would take a concrete form, and 
come down to them decently in pounds, 
shillings, and pence. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, S.E.) said the 
(iovernment had tried to prove by 


{24 Fepruary 1904} 


(Equivalent Grant). 926 
fictitious figures that these grants had 
been more of a gain to Ireland than a 
loss. The instant the people of Ireland 
woke up and put their House in order in 
Belfast, Cork, Limerick, Dublin, and 
other centres, which were striking a full 
grant, they were not granted the 
equivalent from South Kensington, 
and tle Treasury set themselves to 
work to cut down the grant. In one 
year in Scotland they received £78,000, 
whereas Ireland only got £4,000, although 
the people of Ireland had contributed 
sufficient money to entitle them to five 
times that amount. At the present time 
the administration of the education 
funds made it impossible for them to earn 
the money. Some time ago they sent to 
Ireland some Scotchmen as instructors, 
and they pointed out to the educational 
authorities in Ireland how in Scotland 
they were earning so much money. Ire- 
land adopted the same methods, but the 
Government stopped their grants. He 
believed that if Ireland had gone on in 
the old groove the equivalent grant would 
never have keen taken from them. 
Ireland had been robbed altogether of 
nearly £1,000,000 in this way, and he 
believed that this money, which had been 


devoted to English purposes, and they 
would not tell them where the money 
had gone to. The hon. Member opposite 
had stated that they were not allowed to 
use this money for building purposes, 
but that was erroneous, for they were 
allowed to use it for buildings, but if 
they did use it in that way they 
would lose what they would otherwise 
receive from the equivalent grant. They 
were obliged to use this money for the 
equipment of their schools, and after this 
had been done they had no means to 
supply the wants of the students pro- 
perly in regard to housing them. In 
Cork City they had equipped the 
schools as efficiently as the needs of the 
community required, and they had 
contributed all the money they could 
under the Act. Butif this equivalent 
grant was taken away the masters and 
teachers employed there would have to 
be dismissed, and one of the most im- 
portant schools there—the School of 
Music—would have to b» closed. He 
believed that the amount of money they 
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would lose by this Treasury trick would 
be about £700 a year. They had been 
deprived of many advantages whilst the 
English community had been receiving 
this money. Just when the benefits of 
this education were coming to them, 
that was the moment chosen by the 
Treasury to refuse these grants. He 
believed many of the schools in Ireland 
would have to be closed if the Treasury 
persisted in taking this course. He 
wished to inform the Government that 
they had not heard the last of this question. 
Money had been squandered lavishly on 
English technical instruction, and the 
Treasury were now attempting to em- 
barrass their advance in this direction in 
Ireland. In Germany they spent four 
times the amount of money that Eng- 
land spent upon technical education. If 
the Government were going to spend all 
this money equipping England alone, 
and if they left Ireland without an 
equivalent, he assured them that they 
had not heard the last of this question. 
If they embarrassed Ireland in re- 
gard to technical instruction, Irish repre- 
sentatives would embarrass the Govern- 
ment in other ways. 


Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, E.) said that 
before they were prepared to adopt 
technical education a certain amount of 
money was voted by Parliament, and he 
should like the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer to tell them what had become of 
that money. Was it still available? 
Independently of whether they were en- 
titled to that money or not, he did not 
think it was a wise policy for the 
Government to stint technical education 
in Ireland. Recently there had been an 
awakening in Ireland upon this question. 
Meetings had been held in Dublin on the 
subject, and if encouragement was given 
to the Irish people to enter more into 
industrial pursuits, they would do so, 
and the first encouragement was to give 
them that technical education which 
would enable them to undertake occupa- 
tions of any sort. The manufacturing 
portion of Ireland seemed to be centred 
in the eastern portion of Ulster, but he 
wished to remind them that they could 
purchase coal as cheaply in Cork as in 
Ulster. If the people there had never 


Mr. Crean. 
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been accustomed to mechanical work 
there was no better way of supplying 
this deficiency than by giving them 
technical instruction. Whatever the 
grants were they were entitled to have 
them. He could not say whether they 
were getting their fair share or not, but 
in any case it would be a wise thing for 
the Government to stretch a point and 
give them sufficient to enable Ireland to 
keep on those schools which had been 
started, and which otherwise they would 
be obliged to shut down. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AusteN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): I do not think I 
can add very much to what has been 
said as to the history of this subject by 
my hon. friend the Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury. I should like to say 
that I share with my hon. friends from 
Ireland who have spoken on this subject, 
the desire to see technical instruction 
promoted and successfully carried on in 
Ireland. I quite agree with what my 
hon. friend has said, that there is no 
greater need at the present moment than 
that for technical instruction, and that 
it will be something in the nature of a 
disaster if that technical instruction can- 
not be given, or if its progress is checked 
and thwarted by any action of ours. 
But the Motion which has been put upon 
the Paper is a Motion of censure on the 
Treasury in connection with what the 
mover calls— 

“The action of the Treasury in withholding 
the Irish equivalent grant for technical 
education is a violation of the intention of 
Parliament and a gross injustice to Ireland.” 


We have heard to-night some very 
interesting, and, I admit, very temperately 
put, speeches from both sides of the 
House, but I think that, at the root of 
those speeches, there has been the idea 
that the Treasury are dealing unfairly with 
Ireland, and withholding from Ireland the 
equivalent of something which is avail- 
able in England, Scotland, and in Wales. 
But that is not the case, and I propose 
to show the House that it is not so. 
In so doing I shall be obliged to re- 
capitulate what has already been sai‘ 
to the House by my hon. friend the 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury, 
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and I may say I do not think his argu- 
ments have received sufficient attention. 


These technical instruction grants had | 


their origin in the Technical Instruction 


Act of 1889, and for the first time, in | 
the year 1891-1892, a sum was put | 


upon the Votes for the promotion of 
technical instruction under those Acts. 
{n Ireland the full equivalent was given, 
but the amount was divided, part of it 
going to the Board of National Educa- 
tion in order to place the teachers’ fund 
in a sound financial position, and the 
remainder was given to the Board of 
Intermediate Education. From _ that 
time when this money, commonly known 
asthe ‘whiskey money,” was made avail- 
able, the English, Welsh, and other 
grants made in the United Kingdom 
outside Ireland, stopped, but the grant 
to Ireland continued. It started at 
£500 a year and gradually rose until 
in 1897-98 it reached £3,500 a year, and 
it has continued at that figure, with a 
slight decrease of about £100, ever since. 
This grant had no equivalent either in 
England, Scotland, or Wales. It was 
continued, because, in the first instance, 
the Irish equivalent to the English 
grant was appropriated to these other 
purposes. In the year 1899, the new 
Department of Agriculture and Techni- 
cal Instruction was established in Ire- 
land, and to that Department was given, 
besides an endowment from other Irish 
funds, the sum of £78,000 out of the 
whiskey money. The teachers’ pension 
fund having been put into a solvent 
condition, the money was no longer 
required for that purpose, and it was 
made available in Ireland, as it was in 
this country, for the purposes of technical 
instruction, the sum being £55,000. My 
object is to show to the House that 
Ireland has had its equivalent for every 
grant made to technical education in 
this country ; that it not only has had its 


equivalent, but that ever since! 
1891-92 it has had a sum allotted 
to it which will continue, under a 


decision of my hon. friend the Member 
for Croydon when he was Chancellor of 


the Exchequer, up to the Gose of the | 
Therefore, in | 


next financial year. 

addition to the full equivalent for 

anything given for England or Wales, 
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| it has had this additional sum which was 
| peculiar to Ireland. 


Then we come to the English Educa- 
_tion Act. Naturally a very consider- 
ably increased grant was made from 
the Exchequer to the local author- 
ities in aid of the new additional 
/expenses of education in this country. 
But Ireland had its full equivalent. 
Ireland had £185,000 as an equivalent 
grant, and it is that grant which forms 
the development fund to which allusion 
had been made. In appropriating this 
Irish grant by Act of Parliament for 
Irish purposes, the first purpose provided 
for was education, and it was intended 
that out of this fund made available for 
Ireland as the equivalent of what was 
allotted to England, Irish educational 
needs should be met in the form in which 
those needs arose. In the speech made 
by my right hon. friend the Chief Secrc- 
tary to which the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford alluded, my right 
hon. friend was arguing against the 
spending of this money at that 
moment because he contended that 
Ireland was not ready for it, 
and ought not to be forced to spend 
the money on exactly the same purposes 
as it was devoted to in England, when 
the needs of Ireiand were not the same. 
The principle that Ireland should have 
its equivalent was accepted by the 
Treasury and by my predecessor, and 
its equivalent was given in the form 
of the development grant, which is at 
the disposal of the Irish Government 
for Irish purposes, subject to appropria- 
tion in this House in the annual 
Estimates. The hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford quoted a sentence 
from the speech of my right hon. friend 
in which he spoke of the much larger 
sum which had been obtained in England 
and which had been expended in this 
country on technical education from 
1892 to 1900 than had been spent in 
Ireland. I have shown the House that 
Ireland had its equivalent, and if it 
'was not spent on technical education 
| that was because, in the needsof Ireland 
| at that time, the House chose otherwise 
to direct. It was not fair to quote what 
my right hon. friend said and to suggest 
‘that he had intimated to the Hone 
‘that Ireland had had no equivalent, 
2H 
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because the Chief Secretary pointed out 
in the very next sentence that they had 
had their equivalent, though he did not 
think it had all been spent to the 
best advantage. I am not entitled to dis- 
pute the judgment of my right hon. friend, 
but I know the Chief Secretary is anxious 
to communicate with Irish Members on 
both sides of the House in order to secure 
that the funds available for Irish purposes 
shall be spent to the best advantage for 
Ireland, and he desires to obtain, if he 
can, some consensus of opinion amongst 
Irishmen of all shades of political opinion 
as to how the educational development of 
Ireland can best be carried out. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Why is the 
Chief Secretary not here to speak for 
himself ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
think that is a needless interruption. 
This is a question which directly affects 
the Treasury, and those who repre- 
sent the Treasury are here to answer. 
When hon. Members desire it they can 
move a vote of censure on the Chief 
Secretary, an expedient which is not 
altogether unknown, and then my right 
hon. friend will be here to answer it. It is 
not the practice of the House to demand 
the presence of all Ministers referred to in 
the course of a debate, and it is impos- 
sible for a Minister to always be present 
when questions arise touching his 
Department. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The Minister 
responsible for the Government of 
Ireland ought to be here on every 
important Irish debate. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: That 
is not the practice of the House, nor is 
it possible for Ministers to be present in 
the House so frequently as hon. Members 
opposite appear to think. I was speak- 
ing of the equivalent grant which Ireland 
had obtained for the grant given to 
England under the recently passed Edu- 
cation Act. My right hon. friend, in the 
same speech to which allusion has already 
been made, said a little further on— 

“This money would be wasted if Ireland 
were bound to spend forthwith what she could 
on education, and leave the balance ; accord- 
ingly he put it into the development grant. 
So that whilst this grant of £185,000 is to be an 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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indemnity to the Treasury against future de. 
mands on the score of education, and a promise 
to [reland that such demands should be met, 
the whole of it now cannot be profitably spent 
and in my opinion some part of it should be 
devoted to the development of evening con- 
tinuation schools and to the promotion of 
technical instruction, and Ireland ought not 
to have to choose between the alternative of 
wasting or losing the money.” 


Ireland was not invited to choose 
between those alternatives, but the money 
was secured to her and is available now 
for the Board of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction, who can promote technical 
instruction in Ireland if they wish ; if that 
is the purpose for which Irish opinion 
generally desires those funds to be devoted. 
Two suggestions were made by the hon. 
Member for Wexford, as to which, I ain 
afraid, I am not able to speak positively 
at this moinent. He said that funds are 
available from the rates for technical in- 
struction, but they are not available for 
| paying intereston loans to provide 
| suitable buildings for technical instruc- 
| tion, and that it would be a relief to the 
| situation and facilitate the progress of 
| technical instruction if those funds could 
| be made available for that purpose. 


| 





Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: To some 
| extent. 
| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 


| will communicate with my right hon. 
| friend the Chief Secretary on that point 
and see what can be done. The hon. 
Member opposite has made a furthet 
suggestion about model schools, and he 
has asked whether they can be made 
available for the carrying on of technical 
instruction. That point also I will look 
into, without further information | 
cannot make any definite promise, but | 
hope that it may be possible. 


| Sir JAMES HASLETT said that the 
interpretation placed upon the Act 
limited the spending of the money entirely 
to educational purposes. They had in 
Ireland made an effort to use a portion 
of the grant for the purpose of paying 
interest in the way suggested, but it had 
been declared to be a contravention of 
the Act. 





Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: That 


is the point into which I said I would 
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look. Ifthe Act prevents it, mere consent 
on my part would not make that 
legal which is now illegal, and it 


would be a question of coming to 
Parliament for further powers, assuming 
that the Irish Government agree that the 
suggestion is a good one in itself. From 
the point of view of the Irish Govern- 
men’ I shall have an opportunity of 
examining those proposals, and I do not 
think that my hon. friend and the hon. 
Baronet opposite will desire to press me 
furtl.er on these matters at this moment. 
With regard to the statement that Eng- 
land has received something for which 
Trelanl has not received an equivalent 
Ican only meet;that assertion with a 
direct negative. Ireland has received its 
equivalent for every grant given to 
Englind, and it has not only done so, 
but in the course of the thirteen or 
fourteen years which have elapsed since 
the special grant was withdrawn from 
England, Scotland, and Wales, and during 
whic it has been continued in Ireland, 
that country will have received a sum of 
between £25,000 and £30,000 for which 
Great Britain has received no equivalent. 
Hon. Members opposite have tried to 
lav down that it is a system of sound 
finance that whenever a grant is made 
to England for any purpose, an equiva- 
lent siould be made to Ireland. They 
desire that this principle should be 
appliel to every new grant made for an 
English purpose, whether that pur- 
pose exists in Ireland or not, or 
whether, there is any equivalent in 
Ireland to which it can be applied. If 
that principle be accepted then we must 
carry it out consistently, and when there 
is no equivalent in England they must 
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For my part I think that the principle 
adopted by the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland and the House in the alloca- 
tion of money to Ireland—namely, that 
it should be applied to the purposes 
chiefly required there, and not neces- 
sarily to the same purposes as in Eng- 
land, isa sound principle. I should be 
glad to see the funds at the disposal of 
the Irish Government for these purposes 
increased by the savings which my right 
hon. friend hopes to effect in the cost of 
Irish administration. It is not proposed, 
for example, to fill up the vacant judge- 
ship, and the money thus saved will go 
to the funds available for general 
purposes, including technical education. 
If my right hon. friend is able to effect any 
further savings in the judiciary I have 
already agreed with him that, as faras the 
Treasury is concerned, we will raise no 
objection to throwing such savings into 
the development grant. and making them 
available for the same purpose. I hope 
I have said enough to show to my hon. 
friends that I am not insensible to the 
claims they raise for technical instruction 
in Ireland, for I recognise its great im- 
portance, and I think it would be a great 
misfortune if its development were 
checked. I think by what I have said, 
that I have indicated not only that Ire- 
land has had her full equivalent for every- 
thing given to England and Scotland but 
that there are funds available for 
this purpose which have been employed 
in Ireland only. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 80; Noes. 


no: expect anything 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Barry. E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 


in Ireland. 142. 


AYES. 


Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 

Devlin. Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Ellice,Capt E.C(SAndrw’sBghs 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


(Division List No. 17.) 


Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
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M‘Kean, John 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 


O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 


O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 


Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Mich. Hicks 


Beckett, Ernest William 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A(Wore 


Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 

Fyler, John Arthur 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Maj. FE. (Tr Hamlets) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hall, Edward Marshall 


Adjournment 
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O'Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 
' O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roche, John 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Sullivan, Donal 


_ of the House. 


Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 

Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 

' White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Thomas Esmonde and Cap- 
tain Donelan. 


NOES. 


Hamilton, Marq. of( L’nd’nderry 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard (Claverhouse 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir John H 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks., N. R.) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft ) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. ) 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward 'T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, H.C( North’ mbTyneside 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M*Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf'd Univ 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charles G. E.( Notts. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—NSiI 


Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Adjourned at fourteen minutes before Twelve o'clock. 
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Private 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 25th February, 1904. 


NEW PEER 


| William Henry Armstrong Fitzpatrick 
Watson-Armstrong, Esquire, having been 
created Baron Armstrong of Bamburgh 
and Cragside, inthe county of Northum- 
“ berland, was (in the usual manner) intro- 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
= House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
~ had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
- from the Examiners that the further 
= Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 
~ Newcastle and Gateshead Water [H.L.]; 
> North Wales Electric Power [n.1.]; Tice- 
* hurst and District Water and Gas [H.L. ]. 





And also the Certificates that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
< ing Bills have been complied with:—Clyde 
: Navigation (Works); Clyde Navigation 


? oe a 


= (Shieldhall Docks). The same were 
= ordered to lie on the Table. 
> Standing Orders Committee. Report 


from, that the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the Rotherham 
Corporation Bill (Petition for Bill) ought 
to be dispensed with, and leave given 
to introduce the Bill, on condition that 
the consent of the Local Authority to 
the construction of Tramway No. 4 be 

~ proved before the Committee on the Bill, 
é and the powers to construct Tramways 
* Nos. 5 and 6 to be struck out of the Bill. 


at the coi 


Asterisk (*) 


That the Standing Orders not com- 
plied with in respect of the London 
County Council (Tramways and Im- 
provements) Bill (Petition for Bill), the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with, and leave given to introduce the 
Bill, provided that the powers to con- 
struct Tramways Nos. 6, 8, 8a, 88, and 
8c be struck out of the Bill. 

That the Standing Orders not complied 
with in respect of the London United 
Tramways Bill (Petition for Bill) ought 
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to be dispensed with, and leave given to 
introduce the Bill, provided that the 
powers to construct Tramways Nos. 1, 14, 
1B, 1c, 1D, 18, 3, 4, 5, and 5a be struck 
out of the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied 
with in respect of the Trafford Park Dock 
and Railway Bill |H.L.] ought to be dis- 
pensed with, and Bill allowed to 
proceed. 
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Read, and agreed to. 


York Town and Blackwater Gas Bill 
[u.L.|. The Lord Balfour informed the 
House that the opposition to the Bill was 
withdrawn. The Order made on Friday 
last discharged, and Bill committed. 


Dumbarton Tramways Order Gontir- 
mation Bill; Kilmarnock Corporation 
Order Confirmation Bill. To be read 
3° to-morrow. 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill 
[H.L.]; Withnell Gas Bill [H.L.]; Mat- 
lock and District Gas Bill [H.L.]: 
Cambrian Railways Bill [H.L.]; Barnard 
Castle Gas Bill [H.L.|; Tyneside Tram- 
ways and Tramroads Bill [u.L.]; New- 
castle upon-Tyne Corporation Bill [H.1.] ; 
Isle of Thanet Light Railways Bill [H.1. |. 
Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the following Lords be proposed to 
the House to form a Select Committee for 
the consideration of the said B ills ; viz. 


D. Bedford (chair- E. V alias 
man), 
kk. Carnwath, V. Colville of 


E. Harrowby, Culross ; 

agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. The Committee to meet 
on Tuesday the 8th of March next at 
Eleven o’clock; and all Petitions referred 
to the Committee, with leave to the 


Petitioners praying to be heard by 
counsel against the Bills to be heard 


as desired, as also counsel for the Bills. 


Chesterfield Corporation (Tramways 
and Improvements) Bill “[u.1.]; Milwr 
and District Mines Drainage Bill [H... }; 
Huddersfield Corporation Act, 1902 
(Amendment) Bill [H.1.]; Southport and 
Lytham Tramroad (Extension of Time) 
Bill [u.1.]; Tynemouth Gas Bill [H.1.]; 
Gosport Water Bill [n.L.]; Barrow-in- 
Furness Corporation Bill [.L.]. Re- 
port from the Committee of Selection. 
That the following Lords be proposed 

21 
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to the House to form the Select Com- 
mittee for the consideration of the said 
Bills; viz.: — 
E. Stamford. L. Carew, 
E. Crewe (chair- L. Romilly, 
man), L. Hylton; 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. The Committee to meet on 
Tuesday the 8th of March next at 
Eleven o'clock; and all Petitions referred 
to the Committee, with leave to the 
Petitioners praying to be heard by 
counsel against the Bill to be heard as 
desired, as also counsel for the Bill. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
COLONIES (GENERAL). 
Papers relating to the proposed adop- 
tion of a metric system of weights and 
measures for use within the Empire. 


TRADE REPORTS. 


I. Annual Series; No. 3122. Trade of 
Alexandria for the year 1902. 
II. Miscellaneous Series; No. 602. 


Germany: The Textile Technical Schools 
and the Development of the Textile 
Industries. 

HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS (ROYAL 

COMMISSION). 

1. Reports on manuscripts in various 
collections: Vol. III. The manuscripts 
of T. B. Clarke-Thornhill, Sir T. Barrett- 
Lennard, Bart., Pelham R.‘ Papillon, W. 
Cleverley Alexander. 

2. Calendar of the manuscripts of the 
Marquess of Ormonde, K.P., preserved at 
Kilkenny Castle: New Series. Vol. III. 


ARMY (ESTIMATES). 
Memorandum of the Secretary of State 
relating to the Army Estimates for 1904- 
1905. Presented (by Command), and 
ordered to lie upon the Table. 
COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE 
STANDING COMMITTEE. 
Report from, That the Committee have 
nominated the following Lords to serve 
as Chairmen of the Standing Committee. 
E. Spencer. L. Balfour. 
E. Morley. L. Elgin. 
E. Camperdown. (/. Elgin and Kin- 
cardine.) 
V. Cross. L. Burghclere. 
Read, and ordered to lie upon the 
Table. 


{LORDS} 





the British Navy. 
STANDING COMMITTEE. 


Report from the Committee of Chair- 
men of the Standing Committee, That 
they have appointed the Viscount Cross 
Chairman of the Standing Committee; 
read, and ordered to lie upon the Table. 


940 


NEW BILL. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION 
BILL [H.L. }. 

A Bill for the better prevention of 
corruption; was presented by the Lord 
Chancellor; read 1*; and to be printed. 
(No. 15.) 


WILD BIRDS PROTECTION 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read 1"; 
and to be printed. (No. 16.) 


ACTS 


NEWCASTLE CHAPTER (AMENDMENT) 
BILL [H.L.}. 

in Committee (according to 

Order). Bill reported without Amend- 

ment; Standing Committee negatived; 

and Bill to be read 3* on Tuesday next. 


House 


THE WAR AND THE BRITISH NAVY. 


Ear, SPENCER: My Lords, I wish 
to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty a 
Question of which I have given him 
private notice. It is one of great 
moment to this country, and the points 
contained in it are now creating con- 
siderable interest everywhere. I wish to 
know whether the noble Earl can give 
any information as to the following 
statements which have been made in the 
Press and elsewhere as to the action of 
this country in matters affecting the 
Russo-Japanese war, and which is inter- 
preted as evidence that this country has 
broken the letter or the spirit of the law 
of neutrality—(1) in allowing the Argen- 
tine cruisers bought by Japan to leave 
Genoa under the Red Ensign; (2) in 
supplying naval officers to command 
these vessels; (3) in escorting these 
cruisers in the Mediterranean by His 
Majesty’s ships; (4) in not allowing 
certain Russian destoyers to dock at 
Malta; and (5) in allowing the Japanese 
touse Wei-hai-Wei asa base for an attack 
on Port Arthur. 
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*Tae FIRST LORD or tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (The Earl of Setsorne): 
My Lords, I recognise the gravity of the 
questions put to me by my noble friend. 
Iam absolutely at a loss to conjecture 
from what source these stories can have 
emanated. There is, I fear, some 
influence at work which is endeavouring 
to misrepresent the attitude of this 
country and to show that the Navy is 
not observing that strict neutrality 
which is incumbent upon it. I will take 
each of the points in turn mentioned by 
the noble Earl. It has been stated that 
the two cruisers bought by the Japanese 
Government from the Argentine Govern- 
ment, and which were built at Genoa, 
were allowed to leave that port under 
the British flag. My Lords, there is not 
a word of truth in that statement. An 
application was made to the Consul that 
the ships should be allowed to fly the 
British flag. The request was immedi- 
ately refused, and they_never flew!,that 
flag for one second. E 


Again, it has been stated that the 
Admiralty supplied two naval officers as 
captains of these cruisers. Again there 
is not a word of truth in that state- 
ment. Two gentlemen who had been 
officers in the Navy were selected by the 
Japanese Government to command these 
cruisers. They were gentlemen over 
whom the Admiralty had no sort of con- 
trol whatever, and they drew neither pay 
nor pension from theGovernment. They 
had, however, some time ago voluntarily 
placed themselves on what is known as 
the emergency list of ex-officers who are 
available for service in time of war. 
The moment the Admiralty learnt that 
these officers, over whom they had no 
control, but who were on this emergency 
list. had undertaken to command these 
cruisers, the Board decided to strike them 
off the emergency list; and this wasdone 
before any kind of complaint was made, 
betore the facts had become public, and 
simply because the Board of Admiralty 
thought it the wiser course to do that 
which would leave no room for misrepre- 
sentation. The third statement that has 
been made is that these cruisers, after 
leaving Genoa, were escorted through the 
Mediterranean by His Majesty’s ships. 
There is no foundation of any sort or kind 
for that statement. I do not know what 
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colourable accident may have given rise 
to it. I do not believe myself, and 
I have no knowledge, that they were 
even sighted by any of His Majesty’s 
ships. 


It has also been stated that we acted 
in a discourteous and unusual manner in 
respect to the docking of certain Russian 
destroyers at Malta. What are the facts 
of the case? Some considerable time 
ago, before affairs between Japan and 
Russia had arrived at a critical stage, 
application was made on behalf of the 
Russian Government to the Board of 
Admiralty that they would allow a 
certain number of Russian destroyers— 
five or six—to be docked at Malta. That 
request was granted. as usual, with 
pleasure. When those destroyers went 
to Malta affairs between Japan and 
Russia had become critical, and _ it 
behoved us to consider what would 
be the position according to international 
law if war broke out while these de- 
stroyers were still at Malta. As your 
Lordships will remember, the law in the 
matter is this—that a foreign ship-of-war 
must leave within twenty-four hours a 
neutral port or be detained at that port 
during the duration of the war. We 
thought it was only fair to the officer 
commanding these Russian destroyers 
that he should be reminded of this fact. or 
otherwise, if war broke out, he might 
find himself in the position that he could 
not leave within the twenty-four hours. 
and that the ships would have to remain 
there during the whole of the war. We 
therefore thought it right to remind him of 
the state of international law. So that 
your Lordships will understand that the 
only inducement we had in giving him 
this reminder was that we should be 
quite clear of any future suggestion that 
we had not given a warning which we 
might have given. Unfortunately, there 
was a misunderstanding, for which I can- 
not account. The Russian Consul under- 
stood that the destroyers were directed 
to leave Malta within twenty-four hours, 
not that they were warned that if war 
broke out they would have to leave. 
That has been explained to the Russian 
Government as a very regrettable mis- 
understanding, arising, as your Lordships 
can see, from our desire to be sure 
that the Russian officer understood 
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the position. I might say, in this con- 
nection, that nothing more contrary to 
the ordinary practice of our Navy than 
to be inhospitable to the ships of other 
navies can be conceived. I donot think 
that foreigners entirely realise the extent 
to which we extend that hospitality, and 
extend it gladly. I have had the cases 
looked up; and I find that within the 
twelve months ended 31st January of 
this year, in no fewer than seventy-nine 
separate cases we have had the oppor- 
tunity of offering hospitality to Russian 
ships of war in various ports of our own 
all over the world. I only mention that 
to show what, I think, is too little re- 
membered sometimes upon the Continent 
—namely, the spirit in which we approach 
this question. 


Lastly, it has been stated, and I fear 
very widely believed, that the attack 
made upon the Russian fleet at Port 
Arthur was made by the Japanese fleet 
from Wei-hai-Wei as a base. My Lords, 
that is a most wicked falsehood. I can 
use no language less strong; and the 
responsibility is indeed great with the 
source from which such a story emanated. 
The fact is that not a single Japanese 
ship has been at Wei-hai-Wei since 
August last; and at the very moment 
when this story was being most diligently 
circulated with the idea of inflaming 
Russian opinion against this country— 
at that very moment, I am glad to 
say, H.M.S. “Talbot” at Chemulpo 
was engaged in giving up the whole of 
its accommodation and hospitality to the 
sailors of the Russian ships which suffered 
in the recent engagement, for which the 
Russian Government has thanked us, 
and in respect to which the late Russian 
Consul in Korea has testified to the 
warmth and sympathy with which the 
Russian sailors were received by the 
English, French, and Italian cruisers. I 
need hardly say that the “ Talbot” would 
have most gladly done the same for the 
Japanese in a similar case, because the 
attitude of the British Navy towards both 
the Russian and Japanese navies is one 
of admiration and respect, and the whole 
object in view is to fulfil the spirit as 
well as the letter of the obligations of 
strict neutrality. 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: I am 


‘quite sure that the statement of the 
The Earl of Selborne, 


Polling 
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noble Earl will be received with satis- 
faction. There is only one point as to 
which there is some reason for hesitation 
and regret, and that is the communica- 
tion made to the Russian Consul at 
Malta. Will he tell us by whom it was 
made and whether it was in writing or 
verbally ? 


* Tue Eart or SELBORNE: I should 
like to refresh my memory exactly, and 
if I have to correct myself later I hope 
the noble Earl will allow me to do so. 
I believe the facts are these. The 
Governor of Malta requested the Naval 
Commander-in-Chief to make a com- 
munication to the captain in command 
of the Russian destroyers. The captain 
in command could not be found, and 
the Russian Consul came to see the 
Naval Commander-in-Chief. The ex- 
planation was verbal, and the misunder- 
standing arose, I think, from the fact 
that the communication was verbal and 
not in writing. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY COUNCILS) 
BILL [u.1.}. 


Order of the day for the Second Reading 
read. 


*Lorp RIBBLESDALE: My Lords, 
both of the Bills which I have charge of 
to-night are old iriends here, and I be- 
lieve they are both unopposed. The 
attitude of the President of the Local 
Government Board towards this Bill is 
actively friendly. Both Bills passed 
through your Lordships’ House in 1901; 
in 1902 they were withdrawn because 
there was a Government Bill in the other 
House which it was thought would make 
them unnecessary; and in 1903 they 
passed through the House of Lords but 
failed to get through the other House. 
All that the Bill, the Second Reading of 
which I am now moving, does is to en- 
able county councils, who are at present 
the sole authorities for dividing electoral 
divisions in their counties into polling 
districts for the purpose of county 
council elections, to alter the polling 
districts as occasion may require. At 
present it appears that, once the arrange- 
ment is made for a polling district, on 
the advice of Sir Robert Finlay and Sir 
Edward Clarke it is impossible to make 
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any change. This has led to consider- 
able difficulties from time to time. I do 
not know that I need cite the several 
advantages which would result from the 
passing of the Bill, but, speaking gener- 
ally, circumstances, such as a change in 
the character of a locality, often make 
it desirable that alterations should be 
able to be made, and that districts should 
be co-terminous for both county council 
and Parliamentary elections. 


On (Juestion, Bill read 2* (according to 
Order) and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Thursday next. 


POLLING ARRANGEMENTS (PARLIA- 
MENTARY BOROUGHS) BILL [4.4. }. 


Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


*Lorp RIBBLESDALE : My Lords, 
the object of this Bill is to remedy the 
present anomaly throughout England 
whereby the county councils are the 
authority for dividing Parliamentary 
boroughs into polling districts for Parlia- 
mentary elections where a _ borough 
is situated in more than one petty 
sessional division, but the Justices in 
petty sessions are the authority where the 
borough is situated wholly in their petty 
sessional division. This is an anomaly 
which has crept in under various Acts of 
Parliament. At present Parliamentary 
electoral divisions, council electoral 
divisions, and guardian wards in London 
are all practically co-terminous, but the 
authorities for dividing these divisions 
differ in each respect; and it is desirable 
that the council, which is the authority 
for dividing the council electoral divisions 
and also the Parliamentary electoral 
divisions in the main, should be made 
the sole authority for dealing with the 
whole. The Parliamentary and council 
voting lists are made out together, and it 
would avoid confusion if they were 
divided in the same way, and an elector 
would always vote at the same place at 
each election. This Bill also has, I 
believe, the support of the Government, 
and is quite unopposed. 


On Question, Bill read 2* (according to 
order) and committed to a [Committee of 
the Whole House onjThursday next. 
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CROWN AGENTS. 


Tue Eart or PORTSMOUTH, who 
had given notice “‘To ask His Majesty’s 
Government whether Crown Agents for 
the Colonies receive fixed salaries for 
their services in connection with the 
Colonies and Protectorates they repre- 
sent; (2) what those salaries are; (3) 
whether the Crown Agents are permitted 
to levy a percentage on expenditure or 
on any operation undertaken by them as 
Crown Agents; (4) what is the amount 
of this percentage; (5) are annual returns 
made by the Crown Agents to the Colonial 
Office showing exactly what sums they 
have received by the levying of this 
percentage ; (6) is it not the case that in 
addition to the aforesaid percentage, and 
to any salary that may be paid out of 
the Imperial Exchequer, the Crown 
Agents receive additional salaries or 
allowances from all or any of the Colonies 
or Protectorates for which they act,” 
said: My Lords, before I put this Question 
to the Government I desire to preface it 
with a few remarks as to what has 
happened since I placed the Question on 
the Paper. I put the Question down a 
fortnight or more ago, and since then | 
have received a very large number of 
private communications from responsible 
persons who have had experience in this 
matter. Although it would not be 
proper for one to disclose private 
communication, there certainly does 
appear to be a very general and wide- 
spread complaint as to the manner in 
which the Crown Agents have performed 
some of their duties, or, rather, the 
manner in which the Office has performed 
them. I have been told, not by people 
who do not know, but by those who 
speak with authority, but who do not 
impute any charge of peculation, that 
there does obtain the very bad practice 
of giving Crown Agents commissions on 
the expenditure which has passed through 
their hands and through their Office. 


Very little appears in the public papers 
respecting the work or the duties of 
the Crown Agents, but as long ago 
as 1881 the matter did excite some 
interest and Sir Penrose Julyan wrote 
an official memorandum explaining the 
functions of the Crown Agents. In 1858 
Lord Stanley had reconstructed the 
Crown Agents’ Office, but Sir Penrese 
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Julyan, writing in 1878, thus describes 
the functions of the Crown Agents— 


“Railway undertakings of considerable 
magnitude are also carried out by the Crown 
Agents. From time to time they are called 
upon to find responsible contractors for the 
construction of railways in distant Colonies; 
on other occasions they have to negotiate for 
the purchase of railways already in existence, 
which the Colonial Government may find it 
desirable to acquire. In both cases all the 
requisites for keeping these lines of railway in 
good order are supplied by them. At the 
present moment—(he is, of course, speaking of 
nearly thirty years ago)—about 1,000 miles of 
railway are being provided by the Crown Agents 
with engines, rolling-stock, permanent way 
materials, workshop machinery, coal, and 
everything else necessary for their equipment 
and maintenance. In addition to these com- 
modities, iron structures of all kinds, such as 
bridges and market-houses and other works, 
are carried out through the Office of the Crown 
Agents.” 

I merely quote that to show that the 
expenditure which passes through the 
hands of the Crown Agents is a very 
large one. The Crown Agents undertook 
the building of the Ashanti Railway. 
The estimated cost of that railway was 
£8,000 a mile, but the actual cost was 
£13,000 a mile. The distance of the 
railway is, for practical purposes, about 
100 miles, and the difference between 
the estimate and the cost approximates 
to £500,000. Mr. Pauling, a_ well- 
known South African contractor, has 
built railways in tropical portions of 
Portuguese South East Africa where the 
climatic and physical conditions are of 
the same character as obtained in the 
case of the Ashanti Railway — he 
built the railway from Beira to 
Mashonaland. as well as railways in 
Rhodesia, and the average cost of the 
railways he constructed has been 
£5,000 per mile. Not only has this 
Ashanti railway been expensively con- 
structed, but I am informed by those who 
are thoroughly acquainted with the cir- 
cumstances of the case that it is badly 
constructed, and that it can barely keep 
up a speed of ten milesan hour. I should 
like to quote an extract from a letter 
addressed by Mr. Kenrick Murray, the 
Secretary of the West African Section of 
the London Chamber of Commerce, to the 
Colonial Secretary, dated 19th January 
Jast, and which will be found in the 
African Review of the 6thinst. Now, what 

The Earl of Portsmouth, 
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does Mr. Kenrick Murray say in regard to 
this matter? He says— 

“The members of the West African section 
of this chamber have had under their considera- 
tion Mr. Antrobus’s letter of 6th November 
relative to the rates for the carriage of goods on 
the Gold Coast Government Railway, and are 
extremely disappointed that you have not seen 
your way to reconsider the scale of charges. 
They are at a loss to understand how it can be 
contended that the rates are unlikely to hinder 
the development of the mines, when in the 
chamber’s letter of 24th July last, the estimated 
cost of transporting a 50-stamp mill for a distance 
of 125 miles on the railway, was shown to be 
equivalent to from 4C to 60 per cent. of the 
invoice price f.o.b, London. Not only are the 
rates exorbitant, but apparently the local 
manager has power to issue schedules of charges 
which differ from those published by your office.’ 


and he goes on to say, speaking of this 
particular railway— 

‘“‘The section is aware that the cost of the 
railway has very far exceeded the original 
estimate, and in their opinion, had the work been 
put to tender and given to a contractor it would 
have cost very much less, been built more 
quickly, and generally have given greater 
satisfaction.” 

It is not my wish, nor is it the desire of 
anyone in this House, to introduce into 
this question any feeling of Party animus. 
It is obvious that the Office of the Crown 
Agents is a necessary one. It is also 
obvious that the Crown Agents ought to 
be paid fair salaries so as to get the best 
men and men of integrity. Butit is also 
of the greatest importance that the work 
which is carried on through this office 
should be efficiently done. 


I do not think that sufficient weight is 
given, from time to time, to the fact that 
we are obliged by our Imperial position 
to be expending these large sums of 
money in the development of our colonial 
Empire. But if this expenditure is so 
badly and extravagantly administered 
and we have to impose heavy rates, 
naturally the result is that industrial 
development is most seriously checked. 
I have heard it said, but I do not know 
how far it is true, that the development 
of Africa is seriously affected by a ship- 
ping trust, by high railway rates, and by 
other commercial facts which ought not 
to exist, but which do have the result of 
enormously increasing the cost of living 
to the white man, and of seriously inter- 
fering with industrial development. I 
think this question of the Ashanti Rail- 
way is one which, in itself, would justify 
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an independent inquiry into the Crown 
Agents’ Office. I should also like to ask 
the noble Duke what the Colonial Office 
has done with regard to the serious com- 
plaints that were made to it by Sir 
William McGregor in 1903? Sir William 
McGregor is the Governor of the Colony 
of Lagos, and he made very serious com- 
plaints to the Colonial Office as to the 
inefficiency in the construction of the 
railway, managed by the Office of the 
Crown Agents, which was made in 
the interior of Lagos near the delta of 
the Niger. I wish it to be clearly under- 
stood that Iam not desirous of making 
any loose, unfair, or unjustifiable charges 
against the Crown Agents. What I say 
is this, that I have been told by gentle- 
men of experience, and gentlemen who 
know what they are speaking about, that 
there does prevail at the present moment 
4 most unsatisfactory system of remuner- 
ating our Crown Agents. On the other 
hand. we have, in the construction of the 
Ashanti Railway and other railways, 
evidence 'to show that, from whatever 
cause, the work has been extravagantly 
and not satisfactorily done. I do wish 
to press on His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment the serious importance of this 
question. I am sure the noble Duke 
will agree that it is desirable that every 
penny of the taxpayers’ money should 
be properly spent. Having regard to 
the very unsatisfactory facts that I 
have stated, and which are public 
property, and also to the statements 
that are made privately regarding the 
unsatisfactory way in which the Crown 
Agents are paid, I do hope the Colonial 
Office will consider most seriously 
whether it would not be very much to 
the public advantage to have an 
absolutely impartial inquiry into the 
Office of Crown Agents. 


*Tuz UNDER - SECRETARY orf 
STATE ror toe COLONIES (The Duke 
of MartBoroucH): My Lords, I quite 
agree with the noble Earl who has just 
sat down that it is our desire, in super- 
vising the Office of the Crown Agents, 
to secure that the British taxpayer is 
not paying too high a price for the 
commodities and implements of every 
sort and kind that the Crown Agents 
supply to our Crown Colonies. I think 
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that the noble Earl would prefer that 
I should, in replying to the remarks he 
has addressed to your Lordships, answer 
more or less categorically those Questions 
which he has put down on the Paper, 
and on which he is anxious to receive 
information. I hope that when I have 
answered them,I shall have disabused 
his mind of the idea that the Crown 
Agents do not do everything in their 
power to carry out in the best and 
cheapest possible manner the different 
contracts for which they are responsible. 
As your Lordships are aware, there are 
three Crown Agents, and the respective 
salaries are £2,300, £1,450, and £1,200 
a year. These are fixed salaries settled 
by the Secretary of State, and they 
cannot be altered or changed unless the 
Secretary of State so desires. The noble 
Earl asked whether the Crown Agents 
are permitted to levy a percentage 
on expenditure or on any operation 
undertaken by them as Crown 
Agents. This, I think, requires a slight 
explanation. The Crown Agents are 
allowed to levy a percentage on works 
undertaken by them for the Crown 
Colonies. The scale of charges for the 
different classes of business transacted by 
them is fixed by the Secretary of State. 
In commercial matters, railways, and 
general business, the Crown Agents are 
allowed to levy a uniform commission of 
1 per cent. on all stores obtained through 
them. 


Toe Eart or PORTSMOUTH: Do I 
understand from the noble Duke that the 
Crown Agents are actually permitted by 
the Colonial Office regulations to charge 
a commission of 1 per cent. on the gross 
expenditure on any work undertaken by 
them? If so, then the greater the 
expenditure the greater the commission. 


*THe Duxe or MARLBOROUGH: I 
am afraid I have not explained myself 
clearly to the noble Earl. They are 
entitled to receive 1 per cent. on all stores 
supplied by them to the Crown Colonies; 
that is not the same thing as on all work 
carried out by them. 


Tue Eart or PORTSMOUTH: Then 
the greater the cost of the stores the 
greater the commission ¢ 
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*Tue Duke or MARLBOROUGH: That 
is so, but their one desire isto supply the 
stores at the cheapest possible price. 


Crown 


Eart GREY: Would not the word 


**stores” include rails 2 


*Toz Duxe or MARLBOROUGH: 
Yes. Now, with regard to loans. On 
loans raised by the Crown Colonies the 
Crown Agents are entitled to charge 
3 per cent. on the issue and on the repay- 
ment, and 3 per cent. on the payment of 
interest. The noble Earl has referred 
to the question of railways and has 
alluded to the difference of price between 
the Ashanti Railway and the railways 
that have been constructed by Messrs. 
Pauling. I am not in a position to 
explain to-night why that railway has 
cost so much more than other African 
railways. I can inform the noble Earl 
that it has been the custom, in the case 
of railways constructed in the Colonies, 
for the Crown Agents to supply the 
material. They are obviously able, by 
their long experience, to purchase material 
in this country at a much cheaper rate 
than it could be obtained by other means. 
They have had dealings for many years 
with the best firms and are able to advise 
the Colonies which firms to goto; and, as 
they pay ready money they are able to 
purchase the goods supplied to the 
Colonies at a much cheaper rate than 
would otherwise be the case. I would 
point out to the noble Earl that the 
Ashanti Railway was constructed at the 
time when a state of war existed, and 
the consequent diversion of labour may 
have accounted for the increased expendi- 
ture. The noble Earl has asked why 
tenders have not been obtained for the 
building of this railway. The Colonial 
Office believe that the present method— 
the purchase of material in this country 
by the Crown Agents at what we believe 
to be the cheapest price possible, and the 
utilisation by the Colonies of the labour 
on the spot—is the best and most 
economical course of procedure. The 
noble Earl has asserted that the rates on 
the Ashanti Railway are more or less pro- 
hibitive. I would point out that before 
the construction of the railway the people 
had to pay something like £50 a ton for 
the conveyance of their goods to the gold- 
fields. To-day, owing to the facilities 
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offered by the railway, they do not pay 
more than £10 a ton, so that I do not 
think it can be complained that the 
construction of this railway has been in 
any way a hindrance to industrial pro- 
spects in that country. 


Then the noble Earl asked whether 
annual returns were made by the Crown 
Agents to the Colonial Office showing 
exactly what sums they had received by 
the levying of this percentage. I can 
assure the noble Earl that an abstract of 
the total receipts of the Crown Agents is 
sent half-yearly to the Colonial Office. 
The sums received upon the different 
charges, including the percentage to which 
Ihave already alluded, are separately 
shown, and these accounts are audited by 
the Comptroller and Auditor-General. 
The noble Earl referred to the question 
of shipping trusts. I will not go in- 
to that question beyond observing 
that of late the freight between this 
country and South Africa has been at a 
very reasonable rate—I think I am right 
in saying it has not been more than 
16s. a ton. I believe that is a very 
favourable rate, and one which few 
people would complain of. Whether or 
not the rate will remain at that figure I 
would not like to predict. It is possible 
it may be raised; but that may be due 
to many and various causes of which 
the noble Earl is perfectly aware. Ii 
there is a shipping trust which controls 
the rates it is obvious that they will be 
high; if, on the other hand, there ts an 
outsider prepared to compete with the 
shipping trust the rates will fall. It will 
depend very much whether there are 
outsiders to compete, and in proportion 
as there are the rate will go down and in 
proportion as there are not the rate will go 
up. Itisimpossible for us to exercise con- 
trol over that toany great degree. Ifcom- 
bines are created we have to recognise 
them; if, on the other hand, there are no 
combines and people compete one against 
the other for the carrying trade to South 
Africa it is obvious that the public 
benefit. 


The noble Earl was anxious to know 
whether, in addition to the aforesaid per- 
centage, there was any other salary paid 
out of the Imperial Exchequer to the 
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Crown Agents. The Crown Agents them- 
selves do not receive any further pe- 
centage. Their salaries are fixed, and 
are not altered except by the desire and 
wish of the Secretary of State. It is 
true that the Crown Colonies and Pro- 
tectorates make contributions to the 
Crown Agents’ Office for the general 
services of the agents, in return for 
which they attend to the payment 
of salaries to officers on _ leave 
or pensions or family remittances—in 
fact, all matters which are not covered 
by the general charge. These contribu- 
tions from the different Colonies and 
Protectorates vary in amount. and depend 
largely upon the extent of the work 
required. I will give the noble Earl an 
instance. Inthe case of Lagos they only 
contribute £50, but the contribution of 
Ceylon is £250 a year. Those amounts, 
as I have said, vary in proportion to the 
work of this character which is done for 
the different Colonies. I would point out 
to the noble Earl that the Crown Agents 
do not receive money from the Imperial 
Exchequer. The receipts of the Crown 
Agents’ Office are made up of the per- 
centages on loans and materials, and the 
fixed annual payments from the Colonies 
for the work which is not covered by the 
special charge. The payments out of 
that fund ate as follows: —The fixed 
salaries of the Crown Agents to which I 
have alluded, the salaries of the staff and 
minor officials, and the general cost of 
the maintenance of the office itself. If 
there is any surplus at the end of the 
year it is paid into a fund for the grant- 
ing of pensions to Crown Agents, and the 
pensions are settled on a basis similar to 
those of all other civil servants in this 
country: so the noble Earl will see that 
the Crown Agents are not paid in any 
way out of the Imperial Exchequer. 
They are responsible to the colonial 
Governments, but the Secretary of State 
excercises a general control. 
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Tae Eart or PORTSMOUTH: Does 
the noble Duke say that this commission 
is not paid out of the Imperial Ex- 
chequer? Who pays the commission on 
materials ? 


*Tae Duke or MARLBOROUGH: I 
am afraid I must have explained myself 
very badly. It is paid by the Crown 
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Colonies themselves. The British tax- 
payer is not called upon to make any 
contribution; the expenditure comes 
out of the funds of the Colonies them- 
selves. I understood the noble Earl to 
say, in the course of his remarks, that 
there had been widespread complaints 
with regard to the inefficient administra- 
tion of the Crown Agents. The noble 
Earl may be better informed than I am, 
but I certainly cannot admit that there 
have been widespread complaints in this 
direction. Only last year the late Secre- 
of State for the Colonies wrote round to 
the different Protectorates and Crown 
Colonies inquiring whether they had any 
complaints to make. It is true that in 
the replies there were instances in which 
complaints were made—the instance of 
Sir William McGregor at Lagos was one 
—but, in each case, when the matter 
was carefully gone into it was shown that 
there was not sufficient cause for the 
complaint. I do not think that the 
Colonies in the least suffer from the 
system under which the Crown Agents 
work, and it is important to the Colonies 
that their business should have a recog- 
nised centre in this country. I hope 
that the noble Earl, after considering 
the answers which I have given to his 
Questions, will not go away with the im- 
pression that the Crown Agents do not 
do their best to supply the Crown 
Colonies and Protectorates with the 
cheapest and best commodities and to 
transmit them from this country as 
rapidly as possible. 


Eart GREY : My Lords, the informa- 
tion which the noble Duke has given to 
your Lordships that the expenses of the 
office of the Crown Agents is debited to 
the various Crown Colonies affected, 
I think supplies us with an additional 
reason for being most jealous as to the 
way in which that Office performs its 
duties. I understand that the Crown 
Colony is affected and not the British 
taxpayer if the administration of that 
office is lax and expensive. I wish to 
associate myself on this occasion with th 
speech of the noble Earl. The noble 
Earl asked one Question to whichi the 
noble Dyke has given no reply, but from 
the tenor of his speech I do not think the 
House can be in any doubt as to what 
that reply would be. The noble Earl 
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suggested that. considering the importance 
of the duties transacted by the Crown 
Agents’ Office, it was desirable that there 
should be an impartial inquiry into their 
methods of administering the business, 
and, in spite of the eulogy which the noble 
Duke has passed upon that Office, I hope 
I may be able to persuade your Lordships, 
and even the noble Duke himself, that 
there are reasons why it is desirable that 
that inquiry should be held. 


mlhe noble Duke is satisfied that the 
Crown Agents are the best buyers that 
can be found in this country of the 
material required in the Crown Colonies. 
I venture to differ from the noble Duke. 
I would adduce one instance to your 
Lordships which is illustrative of the 
general case. Some years ago Sir Harry 
Johnston, when he was Commissioner of 
the British Central African Protectorate, 
requisitioned for a steamer for Lake 
Nyassa. He drew out the specification, 
and obtained a private tender from a 
firm of contractors. The office of the 
Crown Agents thought that in obtaining 
this tender Sir Harry Johnston was en- 
croaching upon their province. They 
made representations to the Colonial 
Office that the business of supplying this 
steamer belonged to their Department, 
and they insisted on supplying the 
steamer themselves. Sir Harry Johnston, 
by acting individually, was able to ob- 
tain a tender to supply that steamer at 
£8,000. The steamer offered by the 
Crown Agents was to have cost £13,000. 
The noble Duke is acquainted with the 
character of Sir Harry Johnston. He 
was most indignant at his Administration 
being asked to spend £5,000 more than 
he thought necessary. He went straight 
to the Prime Minister, and Lord Salis- 
bury decided that in this case there was 
a reason for departing from the usual 
custom of the Government; he took the 
ordering of the steamer out of the hands 
of the Crown Agents and handed it over 
to Sir Harry Johnston. The steamer was 
built for the £8,000; it was called “Lady 
Gwendolen” out cf compliment to Lord 
Salisbury, and is now plying daily on 


Lake Nyassa. That is one instance 
which has come within my own 
personal knowledge which gfves me 


the impression that the Crown Agents 
are not, as the noble Duke considers 
Eui/ Gis y. 
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them, the best buyers to be found in 
this country. The noble Duke has referred 
to railway enterprise. I have had occa- 
sion to watch closely the price given for 
rails on the 2,000 miles of railway in 
Rhodesia. I have compared the price 
we have given with that given in Uganda, 
and the comparison in every case has 
been in favour of the price given in 
Rhodesia. In November, 1896, the con- 
tractors for the Rhodesian railways paid 
£4 5s. per ton for rails, while the Crown 
Agents for the Uganda Railway paid 
£4 12s. 6d. Again, in May, 1898, where 
I was able to compare the price in the 
same month, the contractors for the Rho- 
desian railways paid £4 10s. whilst the 
Crown Agents paid £4 17s. 6d. In every 
single case I find that the Crown Agents 
paid a higher price than that given by 
private firms. 


*THe Duxe or MARLBOROUGH: 
Did my noble friend also satisfy himself 
that the quality of the rails was precisely 
similar, because that is just as important 
as the price? It may be that the rails 
bought, at the price the noble Earl quotes, 
by the contractors were not so cheap, at 
the price, as the rails used on the Uganda 
Railway. 


Ear, GREY: I do not think there 
will be any difficulty in satisfying 
the noble Duke on that point. I 
have also made myself acquainted with 
the facts about the Ashanti Railway, and 
I find that it is the most glaring instance 
of extravagant railway construction. It 
shows how closely we should watch depart- 
mentally constructed railways. It took 
the Crown Agents three-and-half years to 
build forty miles, at an average cost of 
£15,000 a mile. The people interested 
in the development of West Africa were 
so distressed at the slow rate of construc- 
tion that they approached an outside 
contractor. They went to Messrs. 
Pauling, and this firm undertook to 
build the balance of the railway at 
£6,650 a mile. I should like to ask the 
noble Duke how much that railway has 
cost. Messrs. Pauling agreed to build 
140 miles to Kumasi at that rate per 
mile, and that it should be finished 4 
year ago. I should like to know how 
much that railway has cost per mile, and 
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how far it is built? The Government re- 
fused the offer made by this responsible 
firm of contractors—who were prepared 
to give His Majesty’s Government any 
guarantee they wanted, and who have 
built over 2,000 miles of railway in South 
Africa—with the melancholy result, as 
stated by the noble Earl, «hat the 
average cost of construction per mile 
amounted to £13,000. 


There was an offer alsoto construct the 
Uganda Railway for £3,400 per mile in 
four years. It was decided, however, to 
construct it departmentally, and instead of 
being built in four years the railway was 
not built for eight or nine years, and at 
a cost of £9,500 a mile. That is another 
instance of what the loss has been to 
Uganda and the Empire by the Govern- 
ment attempting to do departmentally 
what I believe could be much better done 
if it had been entrusted to efficient con- 
tractors. The noble Duke has referred 
to freights, and has pointed out that 
shipping freights vary according to com- 
petition. My point is this, that the 
action of His Majesty’s Government has 
not encouraged competition. It is well 
known that the Chartered Company— 
although, as my noble friend Lord Car- 
rington said, they are only a handful of 
white men in a savage country, and 
although they only have a little traffic to 
play with—have been able to reduce the 
rates from 33s. to 16s. The result of 
this action was to cause the Conference 
rates to go down. The noble Duke 
stated, and I was glad to hear it, that 
those rates stand to-day at 16s. 


*Tue Duke or MARLBOROUGH: I 
said that I believe the rate, until recently, 
stood at about 16s. Iwas speaking from 
memory. I stated that I could not say 
whether they would remain at that figure 
in the future. 


Eart GREY: I would impress upon 
His Majesty’s Government that every 
single person in South Africa is greatly 
interested in the way in which the ship- 
ping business is managed, and it is advis- 
able that it should be managed in such a 


way asto secure the lowest possible freights. , 


Some shipowners in Newcastle informed 
me the other day that the fear which the 
Colonial Office had of placing their 
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freight contracts with tramp steamers— 
the fear that they might be penalised by 
the Conference lines at a future time— 
showed that they did not understand 
their business. There are a_ large 
number of tramp steamers outside the 
Conference, and there is no danger what- 
ever in His Majesty’s Government 
throwing the whole of their freight 
contracts open to tender in the same way 
that the Government of India does. 


*Tue Duxe or MARLBOROUGH: I 
promised the noble Earl at the end of 
last session that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment would put up an open tender to 
South Africa. They did so; they invited 
tenders for 50,000 tons, but there was no 
acceptable response whatever. Therefore [ 
I think the noble Earl’s objection is 
removed. 


Eart GREY: That is another inter- 
esting point which would make an ex- 
celleat subject for inquiry. lam informed 
that although the Colonial Office invited 
open tenders for 50,000 tons, a condition 
was imposed which nobody but those in 
the Conference lines could accept, for 
those who tendered for the 50,000 tons 
had to make themselves liable to 
the Government, should the Govern- 
ment wish to exercise an option, to carry 
an additional 100,000 tons later on; 
and no shipowner outside the Conference 


ring could possibly accept a  con- 
tract of that character. I hope 
the noble Duke will give his best 
attention to that question. I hope I 


have said enough to justify mein express- 
ing the hope that the Government will 
really seriously consider the desirability 
of appointing a Committee of Inquiry 
into the whole subject. I have looked 
into this question, not only in South Africa, 
but in other parts of the world. The 
same thing occurred in the Malay Penin- 
sula, in Ceylon, and elsewhere, and the 
excess in the cost of works owing to their 
being undertaken by the Crown Agents 
has caused the greatest indignation. I 
am sorry to hear it said that in addition 
to their salaries the Crown Agents are 
paid an additional percentage on the out- 
lay. When a Crown Agent is acting for 
the taxpayers of this country and for our 
Colonists, to remunerate him by a system 


| which 'makes it to his direct pecuniary 
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advantage that the bill should be a high 
one cannot possibly be right. I would 
prefer that they were paid a higher fixed 
salary, if necessary,and that this most 
improper form of remuneration should be 
abolished. I hope the noble Marquess 
the Leader of the House will be able to 
see his way to institute an inquiry into 
the administration of the Crown Agents’ 
Office, which inquiry I regard as absolutely 
necessary in the public service. 


Eart CARRINGTON: Before the 
noble Marquess replies, I should like to 
ask him if he can inform the House what 
has been the amount of the commission 
paid to Crown Agents year by year 
during the past five years. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LanspowneE): My Lords, I have no 
doubt that if the noble Ear] will place his 
Question on the Paper, it will be answered 
by my noble friend beside me. With 
regard to the speech delivered by the 
noble Earl below the Gangway, I cannot 
help thinking that he has followed a 
course not very convenient to your Lord- 
ships, and hardly calculated to advance 
the cause which he has at heart. The 
noble Lord, in almost impassioned terms, 
appealed to the representatives of the 
Colonial Office to grant him what he 
calls an impartial inquiry into the 
manner in which the Crown Agents have 
performed their duties. I do not find 
in the notice which is on your Lordships’ 
Paper a woid about a Committee or an 
impartia inquiry. The noble Earl who 
introduced this subject placed upon the 
Paper a series of categorical Questions, 
which he had a perfect right to ask, 
and those Questions were answered 
in great detail and with much clear- 
ness by my noble friend the noble 
Duke. ‘The noble Earl below the 
Gangway has gone into a host of details 
to which the notice on the Paper does not 
in any way point. He has asked for 
information with regard to the conditions 
under which a steamer was provided, 
under which more than one line of 
railway was constructed, and he 
has animadverted in unmeasured terms 
on the conduct of the Crown Agents 
in dealing with these different enterprises. 


Earl Grey. 
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We have not come here armed with in- 
formation as to the affair of the steamer, 
or of the railway; but I am bound to say 
that if we are to judge of the noble Earl’s 
case with regard to other railways, from 
what he has said on the subject of the 
Uganda Railway, I should be inclined to 
anticipate that a great many of hisallega- 
tions will be found incapable of serious 
proof. The noble Earl has told us that 
it was within his knowledge that the 
Uganda Railway might have been con- 
structed within four years, at a cost of 
about £3,000 per mile. 


Eart GREY: 


made. , 


I said the offer 


Was 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
That is a very different thing. It is 
perfectly true that the offer was made, 
and it is also perfectly true that it was 
not accepted. But I think the Govern- 
ment have some cause of complaint of 
the noble Earl’s action with respect tothe 
Uganda Railway. During many weeks 


of last session a notice in_ refer- 
ence to the Uganda Railway stood 
on the Paperin the name of the 


noble Earl. Some of us took the trouble 
to inform ourselves as to the case, and 
were ready to come down tothe House to 
reply upon it; but the noble Earl never 
broughtit on; and now he springs it upon 
us, and supports his argument by 
statements which appear to me reckless. 
If the noble Earl will put a Question on 
the Paper with regard to the Uganda Rail- 
way, the Government will be prepared to 
meet him. The whole of the speech of the 
noble Earl was an indictment of the 
system of Crown Agents. I do not say 
that the system is not capable of improve- 
ment, but I ask the House to consider 
whether the suggested alternative is 
likely to work as well. There are no 
fewer than forty-four of these colonies 
and protectorates which are concerned in 
business of this kind. If there was not 4 
central office in the hands of Crown 
Agents, all those colonies and protector- 
ates would go into the markets simul- 
taneously buying the same thing and 
bidding against each other. Of course, 
Crown Agents make mistakes; but I do 
not believe the insinuations made against 
them this evening are well founded; and 
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I regret that if it were intended to for- 
mulate an indictment against them the 
form of the notice which has been given 
did not made it clear that such an in- 
dictment was in contemplation. 


Adjourned at five minutes before 
Six o’clock, till Tomorrow, 
half past Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. | 
‘ebruary, 1904. | 


Thursday, 25th 


The House met at Two of the clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL | 
BUSINESS. 
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READING CORPORATION BILL. 

Order [9th February], that the Reading 

Corporation Bill be committed, read, and 


discharged. Bill = withdrawn.—(1/r. 
Caldwell.) 2 


PETITIONS, 
LICENCES (RENEWAL). 

Petitions against alteration of Law; 
from Llandilo; Hay; Burn Cross; Batley ; 
Hyson Green; Aberkenfig; Hanley; 
Eastney; St. Helens; Hackney (two); 
West Somerset ; Cadoxton Barry; Dinas; 
| Taunton; Hyde; Barry Dock; Penarth; 
| Morganstown ; Llantrisant; _— Ilford; 
Eccles; Rhosdn; Bermondsey ; Huttoft ; 
Orrell; Llangadfan: Bedfordshire ; Stock- 


|port; Nottingham; Warminster; New- 
| port; Canterbury; Longridge; Rilling- 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH), 

Mr. SpeakeR laid upon the Table | 
Report from one of the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 
case of the following Bills, referred on the | 
First Reading thereof, Standing id 
No. 62 has been complied with, viz. 
London and India Docks Company Bill; | 
London and North Western Railway Bill. | 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second | | 
time. | 


PRIVATE BILLS (NOSTAN DING ORDERS | 
NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO | 
APPLICABLE), 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table | 

Report from one of the Examiners of | 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 

case of the following Bill, referred on the | 

First Reading thereof, no Standing | 

Orders not previously inquired into are | 

applicable, — viz. :—Saddleworth and | 

Springhead Tramways (Abandonment) | 


| shire ; and Shepher: ls Bush; 


/ton; Overton; Clitheroe; Northampton- 
to lie npon 
| the Table. 
/MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petition from Lewisham, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MANUSCRIPTS 
COMMISSION). 

Copy presented, of Calendar of the 
Manuscripts of the Marquess of Ormonde, 
_K.P., preserved at Kilkenny Castle, New 


HISTORICAL (ROYAL 


Series, Vol. III. [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 
| HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS (ROYAL 


COMMISSION). 
Copy presented, of Report on Manu- 


Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a | | scripts in Various Collections, Vol. III. 


second time. 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 


| The Manuscripts of J. B. Clarke-Thorn- 


“hill, esquire, Sir T. Barrett Lennard, 


Baronet, Pelham R. Papillon, esquire, 


‘For conferring further powers on the | and W. Cleverley Alexander, esquire [by 


London United Tramways (1901) Limited, 
for constructing tramways, and widening 
and altering roads, and acquiring lands, 
in the counties of Middlesex, Bucks, 
Surrey, and London; and for other pur- | 
poses,” presented, and read the first | 
time; and referred to the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 


SERIES). 
Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
| No. 602 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 


| Table. 
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CIVIL SERVICEJAND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1904-5. 

Copy presented, of Estimates for Civil 
Services and Revenue Departments for 
the year endings31st March, 1905, together 
with a Copy of the Memorandum by the 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury re- 
lating thereto [by Command]; referred 
to the Committee cf Supply, and to be 
printed. [No. 75.] 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 


THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

1. Inquiry into Charities (Administra- 
tive County of Durham). Further Return 
relative thereto [ordered 14th February, 
1900; Mr. Grant Lawson]; to be printed. 
[No. 76.] 


2. Inquiry into Charities (Sunderland 
County Borough). Return relative thereto 
[ordered 9th February; Mr. Griffth- 
Boscawen]; to be printed. [No. 77.] 


VOLUNTEER BATTERIES (QUICK-FIRING 
GUNS.) 

Address for ‘Return showing the 
names of the Volunteer Batteries which 
have been supplied with 4°7 Quick-firing 
Guns.” —((Colonel Pilkington.) 


SMALL DWELLINGS ACQUISITION ACT, 
1899 (IRELAND). 

Return ordered, “‘ giving the names of 
the local authorities in Ireland that have 
put into operation The Small Dwellings 
Acquisition Act, 1899; the number of 
applicants to whom money has been ad- 
vanced by each such authority for the 
purpose of acquiring ownership of their 
houses under the Act; the amounts of 
the advance in each case; and the rate 
of interest charged to applicants on the 
loan.” —(Mr. O'Shaughnessy.) 





QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Historical Manuscripts Commission 
Manuscripts of Irish Franciscans. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): Toask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if the representative of the Historical 
Manuscripts Commission has reported on 
the matter of the Manuscripts of the Irish 
Franciscans; and, if so, what is the nature 
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of his report; and what steps will now 
be taken to publish the manuscripts. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The report of the inspector sent to Dublin 
to examine the manuscripts of the Irish 
Franciscans has only just been received. 
and the Historical Manuscripts Commis- 
sioners are now considering how they can 
best carry into effect his recommendations. 
His report states that there is a good 
three months work still to be done over 
and above the rearrangement of the 
papers which he considers advisable, 
before a satisfactory report upon the 
manuscripts could be placed in the 
printer’s hands. Every effort will be 
made to complete the publication as soon 
as possible. 


Consular Reports—Weights, Measures,and 
Values in English Terms. 

Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley); To ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs if he will 
instruct the Consuls in foreign countries 
to be careful that the weights, measures, 
and values contained in their reports are 
rendered as nearly as possible in English 
terms. 


(Answered by Eurl Percy.) His Majesty’s 
Consuls have been recently reminded of 
their instructionsin regard to this matter. 


Pacilities for Cotton Growing in the 
Tokar District. 

Mr. BRIGG: To ask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs if he 
will instruct the Consul at Berbera to 
report as speedily as possible on the 
adaptability of the district around Tokar 
for growing cotton, and the method he 
would suggest for inducing the inhabi- 
tants to take up its culture, and also 
report on the best means for its transit 
to England. 


(Answered by‘Earl Percy.) The question 
is engaging the attention of Lord Cromer. 
I shall be happy to confer with the hon. 
Member on the subject. 


Inadequate Accommodation at Lerwick 
Post Office. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): To ask the Postmaster- 
General if the Government are aware of 
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the inadequacy of accommodation pro- 
vided at Lerwick post office for the 
employees and for the public; and, if so, 
when the construction of a new building 
may be looked for. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I am 
aware of the inadequacy of the accom- 
modation provided in the present post 
office at Lerwick, and am taking steps 
to obtain a site for a new building as 
soon as possible. 


Pension of ex-Postman P. J. Cahill. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware that ex-postman 
Patrick J. Cahill, of Dublin, passed the 
Civil Service examination in September, 
1871, secured his appointment to the 
estublishment, as messenger, in London, 
and continued in that capacity (having 
in March. 1872, been transferred to Dublin) 
until March, 1875; that he was then allo- 
cated the duty which for about twenty 
years previously had been performed by 
an established postman; and, if so. 
whether, having regard to his claim on 
the Department, as secured by his Civil 
Service certificate and appointment to 
the establishment in September, 1871, 
and to the fact that he was not required 
to pass any further examination, he will 
explain the grounds on which the De- 
partment refuses to treat as pensionable 
his certificated service from September, 
1871. to September, 1878. 


(Avswered by Lord Stanley.) Cahill was 
a boy messenger up till 1875, when he 
became an auxiliary postman. Service 
as boy messenger is not pensionable. 
The auxiliary duty which he performed 
from 1875 to 1878 was only part time 
duty and wasalso not pensionable. This 
duty had been performed from 1873 to 
1875 by another auxiliary postman and 
not by an established postman. Pre- 
vious to 1873 it had formed part of an 
established postman’s duty, but a re- 
alrangement was made in that year 
under which the established duty was 
split up. Although Cahill had to obtain 
a Civil Service certificate in 1871 for 
appointment as boy messenger, a further 
certificate became necessary and was 
obtained for him when he was appointed 
tot he establishment. It was only from 
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the time when he began to perform a 
full time adult duty that his service 
could be reckoned for pension. 


Promotion of Telegraphists to Engineer's 
Department. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
will explain why it is proposed to curtail 
the opportunities at present given to 
telegraphists to obtain appointments in 
the engineering department by recruiting 
the office staffs in this section from boy 
copyists. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The ques- 
tion of the manner in which the staff of 
the engineer’s offices shall be recruited 
is under consideration. I am not pre- 
pared to say at present what proposals 
will be made. 


Applications for Postmastersnip of Castle 
Douglas. 


Mr. BELL (Derby): To ask the Post- 
master-General whether he will give the 
date and number of the Post Office 
Circular in which applications were in- 
vited for the postmastership of Castle 
Douglas; andif he will state the number 
of applicants for the position. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
vacancy was not notified in the Post Office 
Circular, as I filled it by the appointment 
of the Assistant Secretary to the Natal 
Post Office. This officer had been trans- 
ferred to the Colonial service from the 
Post Office service in London; and, as 
he had gained much useful experience 
and rendered excellent service in Natal, 
I was glad to be able to comply with his 
application fcr reappoint ment to a post 
in this country. 


Regulations for Halfpenny Post. 

Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General if his 
attention has been called to the sur- 
charges made by the Department under 
the halfpenny postal rate on open order 
forms where the word “send” has been 
employed, whilst the words “ per Sutton ’”’ 
are permitted to pass under the half- 
penny rate; and, if so, will he give 
directions for remedying the incon- 
venience caused to traders by the delay 
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of such correspondence as well as by its 
surcharge. 


(Answered ly Lord Stanley.) The sur- 
charges to which the hon. Member refers 
are in accordance with the published 
regulations of the halfpenny post. In 
framing these new regulations, under 
which the public are allowed to write in 
orders for goods sent for a halfpenny 
various particulars, including an indica- 
tion of the mode of consignment of the 
goods, such as ‘‘ per Sutton”, it was not 
found practicable to permit the insertion 
of manuscript instructions such as send, 
although this would of course pass if 
printed. Attention has been recently 
called to the regulations on these points 
both in the Post Office Guide and by the 
exhibition of notices in every post office. 


Recommendations of Committee on Aged 
Pensioners Bill. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether His Majesty’s 
Government propose to take any steps in 
pursuance of the Report of the Select 
Committee on the Aged Pensioners Bill 
last session either to carry out the general 
recommendations of the Committee, by 
initiating a scheme of pensions with the 
restrictions and machinery suggested in 
the Report, or else to give effect to the 
special recommendations of the Com- 
mittee as to the separation of the aged 
and infirm poor, now in workhouses, from 
paupers who are imbecile, and the pro- 
vision of special treatment in cottage 
homes, or otherwise. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Tam 
afraid that I cannot hold out any expecta- 
tion that the Government will propose 
legislation, during the present session, 
for the purpose of giving effect to the 
recommendations of the Committee. 
It is competent for the guardians to 
provide separate accommodation for the 
indoor poor who are aged and infirm, and 
I readily give attention to any proposals 
made to me by a board of guardians for 
this purpose. 


Local Government Board and the Widen- 
ing of Lordship Lane, Tottenham. 


Mr. BIGWOOD (Middlesex, Brent- 
ford): ‘To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether he is aware 
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that the Local Government Board have 
refused their consent, under Section 60 
of The Housing of the Working Classes 
Act, 1890, to a sale by the London 
County Council to the Middlesex County 
Council of land required for the widening 
of Lordship Lane, Tottenham; whether 
consent is withheld in spite of the fact 
that the Middlesex County Council has 
compulsory powers of purchase. under 
their Light Railways Order and because 
the Board require the sale to be made 
under the provisions of The Lands 
Clauses Act, 1845; and will he explain 
why the County Council of Middlesex 
should be put to the cost attending the 
payment into and out of Court involved 
by procedure under this Act. 


(.dnswered by Mr. Walter Lony.) Tam 
aware of the case referred to and of the 
powers of the Middlesex County Council 
under their Light Railways Order. I am, 
however, advised that the proposed trans- 
action must be carried out under The 
Lands Clauses Act, 1845, and that no 
consent on the part of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, under Section 60 of The 
Hous ng of the Working Classes Act, 
1890, would obviate the need for com- 
plying with the procedure under the Act 
of 1845. 


Sentences on Adults Involving Use of the 
Birch. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex. Saffron 
Walden): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department how 
many sentences have been 
adults under which those sentenced have 
been directed to receive strokes with the 
birch during the last twelve months. and 
on what occasions. 


passed on 


(. Lnswered by Mr. Secretary A he I's- 
Douglas.) The Returns for 1903 have 
not yet all been received, and I cannot 
therefore answer the Question as regarils 
the last twelve months. In 1902 the 
number of persons above the age of 
sixteen sentenced to be birched was four. 
Three were cases under The Garrotters 
Act, 1863, and one was a case under The 
Vagrancy Act, 1824, 

Petitions Presented under Clause 3 of 
the Patents Act. 

CoLoneL DENNY (Kilmarnock 
Burghs): To ask the President of the 
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Board of Trade if he will state how many 
petitions have been presented under 
Clause 3, Sub-sections 1 and 5, of the 
Patents Act, 1902: and what has been 
the result. 


(Answered by Mr, Gerald Balfour.) Three 
petitions have been presented to the 
Board of Trade under the section in ques- 
tion. One petition has been withdrawn 
by the petitioner. The other two are 
still pending. I am considering whether 
any steps should be taken to call 
public attention to the provisions of the 
Act. 


Board of Vrade Inquiry into Wreck of 
Schooner ‘‘ William S. Green.” 

Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple): 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
called to the wreck of the schooner 
~ William S. Green,” at Downend, near 
Croyde, on the North Devon coast, and 
to the inquest held on the 23rd inst. on 
the bodies of the men drowned by reason 
of the wreck; and, if so, whether he will 
order an inquiry by the Board of Trade 
into the circumstances of the wreck, 
and will see that such inquiry shall 
embrace the question of the efficiency of 
the coastguard service in the vicinity of 
the disaster. 


(Answered by Mr, Gerald Balfour.) Yes, 
Sir, my attention has been called to the 
case of the ‘‘ William 8. Green” to which 
the hon. Member refers, and I have 
ordered a formal investigation to be held 
into the circumstances which will, of 
course, embrace the efficiency of the coast- 
guard in so far as it has any bearing on 
the case. 


Sale of Crown Lands for Building 
Purposes, 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 
Tydvil): To ask the Chancellor of the 
Duchy of Lancaster whether he is aware 
that Crown lands belonging to the 
Duchy of Lancaster, in Yorkshire, are 
being sold as freehold building sites; and, 
if so, whether steps will be taken to pre- 
vent this perpetual alienation of land now 
iN possession of the Crown. 


(Answered by Sir William Walrond.) The 
Chancellor and Council of the Duchy 
VOL. CXXX. [Fourti Series. ] 
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have occasionally sanctioned the sale of 
plots of land for building, in districts in 
which houses are much required, but in 
which there is a strong disinclination to 
take building leases. There seems to be 
no reason why the Chancellor and Council 
should not pursue the same course in the 
future. 


Depredations by Turkish Brigands— 
Payment of Compensation. 
Mr. YOXALL: To ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether he has now 
obtained from the Turkish Government 


the amounts claimed by  British- 
Indian subjects robbed by brigands 
on the highway between Jeddah 


and Mecca in the years 1889 to 1902; and 
whether His Majesty’s Government will 
confer with the Netherlands Government 
as to the measures to be taken for the 
protection of the Mahommedan, Dutch, 
and British subjects who are this year 
preparing to visit the shrines at Mecca 
and Medina on their journey between 
Jeddah and those places. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Brodrick.) As 
stated in this House by my predecessor, 
in reply to a Question on the 18th of 
March last, the claims of British-Indian 
pilgrims for losses by robbery in the 
Hedjaz, between 1892 and 1898, have been 
settled. His Majesty’s Government have 
not, since that date, received any further 
information in regard to such claims. 
His Majesty’s Ambassador at Constan- 
tinople will be requested to inquire into 
the matter, and to report whether, in his 
opinion, there is any‘necessity for the 
adoption of measures such as thos» sug- 
gested in the last paragraph of the 
(Question. 


Irish National School Assistant 
Teachers. 

Mr. T. W, RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in con- 
formity with the undertaking given last 
session, he will direct the Commissioners 
of National Education in Ireland to have 
the average reduced from sixty to fifty to 
qualify for an assistant in national 
schools; will he state the number of 
teachers in each of the new grades in 
which they have been recently placed; 
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and whether it is the intention of the 
Commissioners in future to insist on the 
same standard of proficiency in all 
schools in order to qualify for the pro- 
motion of a teacher to a higher grade. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Respect- 
ing the first part of the Question, I must 
refer to my reply to the similar inquiry 
addressed to me on the 17th instant by 
the hon. Member for North Cork?. The 
following are the number of teachers as 
recognised in the different grades at 
nresent :— 


(A.) Principals. 


Grade. Men. Women 
T. (1) ; 2%3 ; 216 
I. (2) ; 429 F 284 
_ . . 1,435 1,017 
Ill. . . 2,467 2,135 
(B.) Assistants. 
I. (1) ; 7 ; 10 
I. (2). M4. 1s 
i aa , 14 . 28 
| a? . 1,043 . 2,635 
The inspectors are directed when 


furnishing reports on schools to take 
into consideration (a) the locality of the 
schools; (b) the condition of the school 
house and premises; (c) the equipment 
of the schools; (d) the teaching staff; 
and (e) the social condition, ages, &c., of 
the pupils, when forming an estimate of 
the work done in the schools. Subject 
to these conditions the inspectors are to 
use the words excellent, very good, good, 
fair, middling, or bad, to express their 
opinion on the schools they inspect. 


> of Sugar from British West 
. ndies to the United Kingdom. 

Str JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he will state, in view of the 
operation of the Sugar Convention, 
whether the exports of sugar from the 
British West Indies to the United 
Kingdom have increased; and whether 
he bas any official information showing 
that the position of the West Indian 
sugar growers is improved. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The imports into the United Kingdom 
of sugar from the British West Indies, 
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including British Guiana and British 


Honduras, during the five months 
(September to January) since the 
Brussels Convention came into force 


have been 11,261 tons, as compared with 
7,953 tons in the corresponding period a 
year earlier. As a matter of fact, there- 
fore, there has been an increase in the 
exports of sugar to this country since 
the commencement of the Convention. 
A comparison of this nature can, how- 
ever, be of no practical value until after 
the close of the crop season, which com- 
menced at the beginning of this year; 
and even then it will be misleading 
unless allowance is made for the differ- 
ence in the size of the crops of the years 
compared, for the effect of the treaty 
between the United States and Cuba, 
and also for the conditions affecting the 
Canadian market. As regards the second 
part of the Question, I have not, and am 
not likely, for some time to come, to 
have any official informaticn showing 
any definite improvement in the position 
of the West Indian sugar planter 
resulting from the Convention. The 
existence of large surplus stocks of sugat 
in the home market necessarily retards 
the natural operation of the abolition of 
bounties, while the Cuban treaty has 
placed the British West Indian planter 
ata great disadvantage in the United 
States market. 


Gold commandeered from British Banks at 
Pretoria—Compensation to Shareholders 


Sir JAMES HASLETT (Belfast, N.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if, in view of the loss to British 
shareholders in the four British banks in 
Pretoria by reason of the commandeering 
of gold by the then South African Govern- 
ment in 1900 to the amount of £255,000, 
he will reconsider his decision in the 
matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
My predecessor considered this question 
on two separate occasions and decided 
against the claim of the banks. I have 
again thoroughly gone into the matter, 
and, while greatly regretting the loss 
sustained, have been unable to come to 
any different conclusion. 
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Repairs to H. M.S. ‘“ Buzzard.” 

Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he could expedite the repairs to 
H.M.S. ‘“ Buzzard,” so as to save mem- 
bers of the Naval Volunteer Reserve the 
time and trouble of going to the docks to 
drill. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) Instruc- 
tions have already been given for the 
completion of the refit of H.M.S. 
“Buzzard” by an early date, and I am 
afraid that no further action is possible 
in this direction without disorganising 
other very important work in progress in 
the dockyard. 


Re-boilering in the Navy. 


, Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) : To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty if he will 
say on what vessels was re-boilering work 
commenced during the year 1903, and 
what vessels have the Admiralty decided 
tore-boiler in the near or immediate 
future. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
following are the vessels on which 
re-boilering work was commenced 
during the year 1903:—Three tor- 


pedo gunboats (‘Circe,”’ “Leda,” and 
“Haleyon”). One special service vessel 
(“Wildfire”). Fourteen first class tor- 
pedo boats. Boilers for subsidiary or 
instructional services were also fitted in 
“Invincible,” ‘‘ Nelson,” ‘‘ Northumber- 
land,” ‘‘ Ariadne” (Old), and “ Espiegle ” 
(Old). The re-boilering of the following 
vessels will be undertaken during the 
coming financial year :—One special ser- 
vice vessel (‘‘Magnet”). One tug 
(“Alligator”), Twenty-six first class 
torpedo boats. Boilers for subsidiary or 
instructional services will also be fitted in 
the following ships next financial year :— 
“Hector,” ‘“ Warrior,” “ Triumph.” 


Naval Repairs in Private Dockyards. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN: To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty if he will say 
what ships have been under repair in 
private dockyards throughout the year 
1903. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The follow- 
ing ships were undergoing refit in private 
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dockyards during the year 1903:— 
Four battleships (‘‘ Colossus,” ‘‘ Howe,” 
“Canopus,” “Glory”). Six first class 
cruisers (‘‘Niobe,’ ‘‘Crescent,” ‘St. 
George,” ‘“‘ Aurora,” “ Terrible,’ “ Endy- 
mion”’). Two second class cruisers 
(“‘Hermes,” ‘“ Astraea’’). Two third class 
cruisers (“ Pelorus,” ‘‘ Psyche”). Three 
gunboats (‘‘ Jason,” ‘“ Leda,” ‘“Circe’’). 
Six destroyers (‘‘Dove,” “Leopard,” 
“Spitfire,” ‘Teazer,” “Flirt,” ‘ Wiz- 
ard ”’), Two  gunvessels (‘‘Hecla,” 
“ Haleyon”). Eight torpedo boats. In 
addition to the above, several ships were 
sent to private firms for small repairs 
during the year. 


Questions. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
2nd Battalion Devonshire Regiment. 
Sir JOHN KENNAWAY (Devonshire, 

Honiton) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if the 2nd Battalion 
Devonshire Regiment are to be quartered 
in huts on Crown Hill, and not in Raglan 
Barracks, on their arrival in Devonport. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arnotp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): In July last my right hon. friend 
the Postmaster-General expressed a hope 
that it would be possible to quarter a 
battalion of the Devonshire Regiment in 
its own county. An opportunity of 
giving effect to this intention has now 
arisen, and the 2nd Battalion Devonshire 
Regiment will be quartered in Devon- 
port. The question of what particular 
barracks shall be assigned to the Batta- 
lion is one for the decision of the Field 
Marshal commanding the 2nd Army 
Corps. 


Drafts for India. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can state whether soldiers 
enlisted for three years are now being sent 
to India in the hope of their re-engaging ; 
and whether, in the event of their not 
doing so, the cost of their passage home 
will be made a charge on the British tax- 
payer; what the cost per head of such men 
will be to England and India respectively 
in the event of their not re-engaging ; 
and whether the policy of sending such 
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men to India has received the sanction 
of the Indian military authorities. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: A certain 
number of men who have not extended 
are being sent toIndia. Should they not 
extend in India the extra cost of passage 
will fall on the Home Government. The 
relative extra cost depends on the period 
during which they serve in India, but the 
precise adjustment has not yet been 
settled. The policy of sending such men 
to India, under present circumstances, 
has received the assent of the Indian 
Government. 


Caprain NORTON: Canthe right hon. 
Gentleman give the number of these men ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir, it 
varies from day to day. 


Ordnance Factories. 

Captain NORTON: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he will consider the desirability of 
bringing to the notice of the Army 
Council the expenditure caused by the 
creation of a Central Office at the 
Ordnance Factories, and the increase 
of the emoluments of the civil staff, 
resulting in an increased annual charge 
of £60,000; and whether he will consider 
the desirability of placing under the 
control of the Master-General of the 
Ordnance the entire staff employed in the 
Ordnance Factories. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The crea- 
tion of the Central Office at the 
Ordnance Factories, which took place in 
1889, has thrown no increased charge 
upon the public, but has led to sub- 
stantial economies. I do not understand 
the figures quoted by the hon. and 
gallant Member. The entire staff of the 
Ordnance Factories has been for the 
past five years under the control of the 
Director-General of Ordnance; and the 
question of their future control is in- 
cluded in the consideration of the War 
Office Reorganisation Committee, who 
have not yet reported upon this point. 


Imperial Yeomanry. 
Mr. DUNCAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Otley): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he will state 
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what number of Imperial Yeomanry, 
who went out to South Africa during 
the war, took their discharge there with 
the intention of settling in the country. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The num- 
ber was 2,638. 


Donegal Militia. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal. 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether it is the intention of the General 
Commanding the district that the recruits 
of the 5th Battalion of the Royal Innis- 
killing Fusiliers (the Donegals) shall be 
this year called up for preliminary 
training at Omagh instead of at Bally- 
shannon, the headquarters of the bat- 
talion; willhe state whether the recruits 
of this regiment have on any occasiof 
hitherto been trained at Omagh; whether 
separation and other allowances will be 
made to the members of the permanent 
staff brought away from their families to 
Omagh; whether he is aware that the 
recruits during training will be deprived 
of the use of the rifle range at Finner, 
Ballyshannon; and will he say whether 
he has received any representations from 


the people} of Ballyshannon on the 
subject. 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 


recruits of this battalion are to do their 
preliminary drill at Omagh. From the 
records of the last thirty vears it does 
not appear thatthe recruits have on any 
previous occasion trained at Omagh. 
Separation and other usual allowances 
will be granted. Musketry, both for 
recruits and trained militiamen, will 
take placeat Finner Camp. A memorial 
on this subject was received in the War 
Office two days ago from the Town Com- 
missioners at Ballyshannon, and is being 
dealt with. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Why has 
this transfer of the place of training 
been insisted on ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : It is a 
matter within the discretion of the Field 
Marshal Commanding in Ireland to be 
decided on purely military grounds, and 
I am not prepared to interfere. 
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Transvaal Labour Ordinance— Regulations 
for Women and Children. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether the women and 
children who may accompany Chinese 
coolies indentured under the Ordinance 
to work in South Africa, will be under 
the same proscriptions as to residence in a 
particular place, and as to leave of 
absence being granted only for forty- 
eight hours by special licence, as the 
coolies themselves; and, if so, whether 
the women and children will be subject 
tothe same penalties as the coolies them- 
selves for breach of the regulations. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE rortTHEe 

COLONIES (Mr. Lyrrerron, Warwick 
and Leamington): The Ordinance con- 
templates the application of the same 
conditions and restrictions toa wife or 
any member of the family of a labourer 
as far as practicable. The means for 
carrying out such conditions is a matter 
for regulations under the Ordinance. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies what 
will become in South Africa of the children 
male and female of coolies, indentured 
under the Ordinance for work in the South 
African mines, when they reach their 
sixteenth birthday. 


*Me. LYTTELTON: This matter is 
receiving consideration. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 
can say when he will be in a position to 
lay upon the Table the Chinese Labour 
Ordinance and Regulations in their first 
complete and operative form. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I am notable to 


name a date. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Will there be any 


long delay 2 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: No. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire 
Cleveland): Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man say whether the regulations will be 
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laid on the Table before any Chinese are 
recruited ? 


[No answer was returned. } 


Transvaal Labour Ordinance—More 
Papers Promised. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether any communications respecting 
the Chinese Labour Ordinance were 
despatched either to Lord Milner or to 
the Lieutenant-Governor of the Transvaal 
subsequent to the debate on the Amend- 
ment to the Address dealing with the 
introduction of indentured Chinese 
labour into the Transvaal; and, if so, 
whether he will lay upon the Table 
copies of the communications. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I have been in 
communication with Lord Milner since 
the debate and propose shortly to lay 
further Papers. 


British Indians and the Transvaal 
Ordinance. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether, before the Third 
Reading of the Transvaal Ordinance was 
taken, there were communications be- 
tween the Home Government and the 
Transvaal Government as to the retention 
of Clause 34 that relates to British- 
Indians; and whether the retention of 
that clause in the Ordinance was 
sanctioned by the Home Government 
and the Indian Government. 


*Mr LYTTELTON: The answer is in 
the affirmative. Lord Milner was in- 
formed by me on behalf of His Majesty’s 
Government that the clause should be 
regarded as a temporary provision, and 
the India Office has not raised objection 
to its retention as a temporary measure. 


Chinese Passengers Act. 

Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether the 
Government will direct the Governor of 
Hong-Kong to revise and alter, under 
the provisions of Section 3 of the Chinese 
Passengers Act, 1852, Schedule A of that 
Act, and in particular whether more 
modern drugs will be substituted for the 
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calomel, jalap, blue pill, and Epsom 
salts, prescribed for the Chinese under 
that schedule. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: The Hong-Kong 
Ordinance 1. of 1889 repeals the drastic 
and somewhat antiquated schedule, and 
requires the provision of suitable medi- 
cines and medical stores to the satis- 
faction of the emigration officer, who by 
the Ordinance is empowered to take the 
advice of a medical expert. 


Hours of Labour in the Transvaal Mines. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 


whether the regulations to be promul- 
gated under the Transvaal Labour 
Ordinance will provide for a fixed 
maximum number of days labour in 
the year, and for a fixed maximum 
number of hours of work per day for 
each indentured labourer; and whether 
they will set out the rates of wages 
to be paid. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : [am communicat- 
ing with Lord Milner on the subjects 
in the hon. Member’s Question. The 
mining regulations already in force 
strictly limit Sunday labour. In addition 
to the British officer appointed by 
Government to supervise the emigration 
from China the Chinese Government 
propose to appoint a Chinese Protector 
of Emigrants whose duty, among other 
things, will be to safeguard the interests 
of Chinese subjects in regard to wages 
and all other incidents of his contract. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: May{I ask 
whether there is any Labour Ordinance 
in force in any other British colony in 
which the limitation of hours and the 
question of wages is not specifically 
stated in the Ordinance itself ? 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: 
notice of that Question. 
than 150 Ordinances. 


I must have 
There are more 


Indian Coolie Labour. 

Sirk JOHN GORST: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he will lay upon the Table of 
the House the correspondence between 
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the High Commissioner of South Africa 
and the Government of India relative 
to the importation of Indian coolie 
labour into the Transvaal. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: The correspond- 
ence on this subject is not yet complete. 
It is therefore not proposed to lay it at 
present. 


Postal Espionage in the Transvaal. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire. 
Rushcliffe) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether the power 
referred to by his predecessor on the 29th 
April, 1903, of intercepting and opening 
letters, documents, and parcels in the 
Transvaal, has been exercised during the 
last six months; and, if so, in how many 
instances; and has the proposed amend- 
ment of the Ordinance relating to this 
power been carried out. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The power in 
question has not been exercised during 
the last six months in any instance. 
The Ordinance has not yet been amended. 


Russia and Germany and the Bagdad 
ailway.- 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs have His Majesty’s 
Government any information that nego- 
tiations have recently been begun and 
are now proceeding between the German 
and the Russian Governments for an 
arrangement whereby, in return for 
certain advantages afforded to Russia by 
Germany, during the hostilities with 
Japan, Russia will give support to 
Germany in respect of the construction 
of the Bagdad railway and of the general 
extension of German predominance in 
Asia Minor. 


THe UNDER - SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Earl Percy, Kensington, 8.): The 


answer is in the negative. 


Chinese Ambassador's Letter on the 
Transvaal Labour Ordinance. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he can say why the 
letter in reference to Chinese labour in 
South Africa from the Chinese Ambas- 
sador, which was written on the 12th 
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February, was only presented to Members 
in a Parliamentary Paper on the 18th 
February, the day after the debate on 
Chinese labour. 


Eart PERCY: The publication of the 
note of the 12th February from the 
Chinese Minister was delayed in order 
that the letter from the Colonial Office, of 
the 15th, should be laid at the same 
time. One hundred copies of the 
Parliamentary Paper were sent to the 
House of Commons on the 16th. and the 
remaining copies were delivered at the 
Vote Office at mid-day on the 17th. 


Rescued Russian Sailors in Ceylon. 

Mer. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
has he instructed the Colonial authorities 
at Colombo to detain in Ceylon the 325 
Russian sailors rescued from the naval 
action at Chemulpo; and, if so, will he 
state by virtue of what authority His 
Majesty’s Government propose to detain 
these men; will they be treated in the 
same way as prisoners of war, and how 
will their detention be enforced. 


Eart PERCY: The sailors in question 
took refuge on board a British man-of- 
war at Chemulpo. In these circum- 
stances, should no other arrangement be 
arrived at by mutual consent between the 
combatants, His Majesty’s Government 
believe that they would best fulfil the 
obligations of a neutral Power by intern- 
ing these men in British territory until 
the conclusion of the war. The Japanese 
Government have, however, intimated 
that they are willing that the men should 
be allowed to return to Russia on their 
giving their parole that they will take no 
further part in the war. His Majesty’s 
Government are in correspondence with 
the Russian Government as to the 
possibility of disposing of the matter 
upon this basis. 


Suez Canal Convention. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: 1 beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs can he explain in what 
way the Suez Canal Convention of 
October, 1888, is held by His Majesty’s 
Government capable of being invalidated 
or hindered in its operation by reserves 
made by His Majesty’s Government in 
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1885, three years previous to the signa- 
ture and ratification of that Convention, 
or by the renewal of those reserves in 
1887, one year before its signature and 
ratification; have the other Powers con- 
cerned accepted the claim of His 
Majesty’s Government to override a 
Convention by reserves previously made, 
or expressed their views thereon; and, 
if so, can the Papers embodying those 
views be laid upon the Table; do His 
Majesty’s Government hold themselves 
entitled to adopt, or to assent to, the 
adoption by the Egyptian Government, 
for the Suez Canal in time of war, rules 
and regulations inconsistent with the 
Convention of 1888; and are the regula- 
tions issued by the Egyptian Government 
on the 10th instant consistent therewith. 


Eart PERCY: The Convention was 
signed and ratified by His Majesty’s 
Government subject to the reservations 
already made by them. In view of 
these reservations the other Signatory 
Powers have abstained from any steps 
for the purpose of bringing the Conven- 
tion into active operation. There areno 
Papers on the subject that can be pre- 
sented to Parliament. His Majesty’s 
Government have no intention of 
adopting or assenting to the adoption 
of rules inconsistent with the general 
principles laid down in the Con- 
vention with regard to the navigation of 
the Canal in time of war, and the rules 
recently issued are in entire agreement 
with those principles. 


The Zionists. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
if he will lay upon the Table of the 
House the conditions under which a con- 
cession of land was offered the Zionists 
last year; if he will state the extent 
of such concession, and where situate; 
and if the offer is stillopen. 4, ¢ 3 


= = 


Eart PERCY: I will consider what 
Papers can be laid. The precise extent 
and situation of the area offered to the 
Zionists and the character of the local 
autonomy to be exercised by them has 
not yet been finally determined. The 
answer to the last paragraph of the 
Question is inthe affirmative. 
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East Africa Land Concession and Native 
Reserves. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON: I 
beg to ask the Under - Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs if he 
will lay upon the Table of the House 
all reports from local officers on the 
question of land concession and native 
reserves in East Africa. 


Eart PERCY: The opinions and 
suggestions of local officers in regard to 
questions of land concession and native 
reserves formed the basis of the Crown 
Lands Ordinance, 1902, and of the various 
rules and notices which have been issued 
in connection therewith. These regula- 
tions have all been published, and His 
Majesty’s Government do not propose to 
lay any Papers on the subject. 


Cotton Planting in Central Africa— 
Scarcity of Labour. 

Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) : I beg toask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he is aware that cotton plant- 
ing in Central Africa is being retarded 
by the scarcity of labour ; and whether, 
having regard to the importance of 
encouraging the growth of cotton within 
the British Empire, he will reconsider the 
sanction given by him to the recruiting 
in the British Central African Protector- 
ate of 5,000 natives for the Transvaal 
mines. 


Eart PERCY: The reports received 
from our officials in British Central 
Africa do not indicate that there is any 
scarcity of labour. His Majesty’s 
Government therefore see no reason to 
reconsider the sanction which they have 
given to additional recruitment for the 
Transvaal mines. 


Cost of the London Telephone System. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, S.): 
I beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he can state the amount ex- 
pended on the new telephone system; 
whether that system is now completed ; 
and, if not, will heexplain why hundreds 
of men, many with a record of long ser- 
vice, have been discharged. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
SranLey, Lancashire, Westhoughton): 
The expenditure on the London 
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Telephone Exchange System amounted 
to £1,495,602 on the 3lst Decem- 
ber last. The system is not com- 
plete. Its extension is dependent on the 
provision of further funds by Parliament, 
and I hope shortly to move a Resolution 
for leave to introduce a Bill to provide 
additional capital for this purpose. It 
has been necessary to restrict the expen- 
diture on telephone works in London, 
and to reduce the number of workmen 
employed, in order to avoid exceeding 
the expenditure authorised by Parlia- 
ment. If, as I hope, further expenditure 
is authorised at an early date, the works 
will be pressed forward as rapidly as 
possible. 


Central Telegraph Office—Women Season 
Substitutes. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General whether, in 
view of the fact that certain women season 
substitutes in the Central Telegraph 
Office, London, have been informed that 
their services are to be discontinued, and 
that some of these telegraphists have 
been employed for a number of years in 
this department, and have proved them- 
selves efficient during this period, he can 
take steps to retain their services. 


Lorp STANLEY: The services of 
most of the women season substitutes 
in the Central Telegraph Office have been 
retained up to the present, and so far as 
they can be usefully employed their ser- 
vices will be continued, but, owing to the 
diminution of telegraph work in that 
office, it is doubtful whether this course 
can be justified much longer. 


Post Office—Holloway Instrument 
Factory. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL : I beg to ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he will 
explain why mechanics and learners have 
been discharged from the Holloway 
Instrument Factory during the past two 
years owing to alleged slackness of work, 
seeing that the factory and also the old 
Parkhurst Theatre are at present full of 
instruments made by a Swedish firm. 


Lorp STANLEY: The factory at 
Holloway is primarily a factory for 
repairs, although some of the more deli- 
cate instruments, such as the Wheatstone, 
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are made there. The instruments to 
which the hon. Member refers would not 
in any case be made at this factory. The 
discharge of workmen depends on fluctu- 
ations in the work. As a matter of fact, 
the total number is now about fifty more 
than it was two years ago. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: Cannot the 
instruments be made in London ? 


Lorp STANLEY: All that we require 
cannot be made in England. We get all 
we cin at home, but have to go abroad 
for the rest. There are certain instru- 
ments we require which are the property of 
patentees in foreign countries, and which 
can only be obtained in those countries. 


Whisky Adulteration. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he will cause instructions to be issued by 
the Joint Boards of Customs and Inland 
Revenue for permits attached to all blends 
leaving bond to truthfully describe the 
composition of such blends, whether in 
cask or in bottle, with a view to letting 
the public know what they are consum- 
ing. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
pish, Derbyshire, W.): No, Sir; the Re- 
venue authorities cannot undertake to do 
more than prohibit the use of any labels 
implying a Government guarantee of 
accuracy. 


Mr, KILBRIDE: Is the hon. Gentle- 
man aware of the character of the frauds 
which are perpetrated in bond? Is he 
satisfied to connive at these frauds ? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I must 
ask for notice of any further Questions. 


Ventilation of the House of Commons. 


Mr. FREDERICK WILSON (Norfolk, 
Mid.): I beg to ask the hon. Member 
for Chorley, as representing the First 
Commissioner of Works, if he can state 
What changes have recently been made 
in the ventilation and cleaning of the 
House of Commons, and what further 
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alterations of system are proposed to 
ensure the better health of Members. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): I have to invite the attention of 
the hon. Member to the reply given to my 
hon. friend the Member for Dumbarton- 
shire on the Sthinstant. + I may add that 
the cleaning arrangements affecting the 
Chamber have been placed under a single 
control. Experiments are being continued 
for testing the atmosphere of the Chamber 
as regards the presence of bacteria. Be- 
sides more frequent cleaning of the mat- 
ting on the floor, disinfection will be daily 
applied. 


Hyde Park. 

Mr. SCHWANN:1I beg to ask the 
hon. Member for Chorley, as repre- 
senting the First Commissioner of 
Works, if he will state what is the 
object of the construction of earth and 
shrubs in Hyde Park, near to the 
Magazine, which has abstracted half or a 
whole acre from the amenities enjoyed by 
the public; is there any intention to cut 
a road from Buckingham Palace to 
Piccadilly through the Green Park; and, 
if so, by whose authority is it to be done, 
and is it too late to be countermanded. 


Lorp BALCARRES: In regard to the 
first part of the Question, I have to refer 
the hon. Member to the Answer given to 
my hon. friend the Member for Stoke on 
Monday last.{ The reply to the latter 
part is in the negative. 


Voluntary Schools—Repairs of Fabric. 


Mr. ASHTON (Bediordshire, Luton) :I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether, as those managers 
of a voluntary school who are appointed 
by the local authorities are personally 
liable for the repairs of the fabric of the 
schools equally with the foundation 
managers, and as there is no way by 
which they can avoid this liability 
except by refusing their consent to repairs, 
he will take steps to amend the 
Education Act of 1902, by relieving 
the managers appointed by local author- 
ities from liability. 





+ See (4) Debates, exxix., 473. 


- { See page 536. 
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*Toe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHe BOARD or. EDUCA- 
TION (Sir Wititam Anson, Oxford 
University): The hon. Memker’s Question 
is based on a misapprehension. No 
manager is personally liable for the cost 
of repairs to the fabric unless he makes 
himself so by becoming a party to a 
contract. Managers appointed by local 
authorities need have no difficulty in 
renouncing from the outset any liability 


Questions. 


for the cost of these repairs: the foun- 
dation managers could not then be 


regarded as their agents to commit them 
to any such liability. There is no reason 
why local authority managers should 
not, under these conditions, agree to the 
necessity for repairs without incurring 
personal liability for the expenditure. 


Me. ASHTON: Are they held liable 
unless they gave notice to the effect that 
they are not liable ? 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON: It is easy 
for them to give notice through the 
public Press, and to have their renun- 
ciation recorded on the minutes of the 
managers’ meetings. 


Scottish Schools—Precautions against 
Fire. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): I 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland, 
whether, in view of recent fires in schools, 
the Education Department is enjoining 
on school boards the necessity of pre- 
cautions against fire; and whether they 
have considered the ‘advisability of fire 
drill for the children. 


*Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): The De- 
partment is convinced that school boards 
generally are fully alive to the necessity 
of precautionsagainst fire. It is one of the 
points most carefully considered in con- 
nection with the approval of school 
plans. Whether fire drill is poszible is a 
question which school managers must 
decide; but no school would be con- 
sidered to he efficiently organised in 
which the orderly and expeditious clear- 
ing of classrooms upon a given signal 
was not regularly practised. 
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Irish Law Clerkships. 
Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney- 


General for Ireland, as representing the 
Lord Chancellor, whether, in view of the 
fact that the system of competitive 
examination for the position of clerks in 
the King’s Bench and other Divisions of 
His Majesty’s Courts in Ireland is not in 
practice, and that recently a retired 
army officer on pension was appointed to 
a clerkship without passing any competi- 
tive examination, he will say on whose 
recommendation this officer was ap- 
pointed, and if he will take steps to 
secure that in all future appointments a 
public competitive examination for these 
positions skall take place. 


Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arxinson, Londonderry, 
N.): The hon. Member is under a mis- 
apprehension. Save where expressly 
excepted by statute the senior clerk- 
ships in the different Divisions of the 
High Court of Justice in Ireland’ are 
filled by competition, and that rule has 
not been departed from. Recently, how- 
ever, a clerk in the King’s Bench Division 
was selected for transfer to another 
Department, and pending his passing the 
examination for the latter office he was 
given leave of absence without salary. 
Thereupon a supernumerary writing 
clerk, already attached to the King’s 
Bench Division, who appears to be 8 
retired officer of His Majesty’s Forces, 
was, by the President of the Divison, 
acting under one of the Rules of Court, 
required to discharge temporarily the 
duties of the absent clerk. This is pro- 
bably the case referred to. Should the 
transfer be completed the clerkship 
thereby rendered vacant in the King’s 
Bench Division will be filled up in',the 
ordinary way by open competition. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Am I to take it, 
then, that this officer is temporarily 
employed and will not remain perma- 
nently in this position ? . 


Mr. ATKINSON: He cannot be‘made 
permanent until he, is qualified by 
statute. 


@Carrams DONELAN (Cork, E.): Who 
has the power of nomination in this case ? 
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Mr. ATKINSON: I have answered 
the Question. 


Ennistymon Workhouse Clothing 
Contract. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant uf Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to a resolution 
passed by the Ennistymon guardians in 
which it is asked by what authority 
Sergeants Coyne, Brennan, and Breden 
of the Royal Irish Constabulary 
questioned members of the clothing 
committee as to their reasons for reject- 
ing clothing supplied by a contractor 
to the workhouse; and whether he will 
say by what authority the police acted 
in this matter. 


Toe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
three sergeants named discussed this 
matter, which excited local interest, with 
some members of the clothing committee 
in the course of casual conversation. No 
inquiry Was made, or directed to be 
made. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Had 
the police any power to interfere with 
the discretion of this committee ? 


Mr.WYNDHAM: No. Persons occupy- 
ing official positions should be discreet 
in any action they take, but you cannot 
always secure that. 


Labourers’ Cottage Schemes in County 

imerick. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that John Shanahan, of Boskill, Cahir- 
conlish, county Limerick, at the inquiry 
in Limerick No. 1 District Council on 
the 7th Scheme under the Labourers Acts 
was unsuccessful in obtaining an addi- 
tional half acre by reason of the fact 
that he had left his cottage for some 
months but with his sister in charge of 
it; and whether, seeing that he returned 
after those few months, can he arrange 
that Shanahan may obtain the additional 
half acre which is situated on Mrs. 


Minchin’s grass lands amounting to 230 
acres, 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no ower 
now to authorise the acquisition of an 
additional allotment in this case, the 
Provisional Order having been made 
absolute. It will be open, however, to the 
district council when formulating a fresh 
scheme to renew the proposal in this 
respect. 


Doonbeg Disturbances. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
explain why the police under charge of 
the county inspector whilst attending 
near Doonbeg, county Clare, on the 11th 
inst., to prevent a breach of the peace be- 
tween the owners of land and employees 
of the railway company, whom the 
former believed to be illegally interfering 
with their property, identified themselves 
with one of the parties to the dispute, 
and with force drove back the people 
from the assertion by lawful means of 
what they are advised to be their legal 
rights. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The farmers on 
the occasion mentioned assembled with 
pitchforks, sticks, and stones, and their 
attitude was violent and threatening. 
The assertion of a civil right, even if it 
existed, in such a manner was illegal and 
could not be permitted with any regard 
to the preservation of the public peace, 
No force was used by the police in re- 
straining the crowd. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask whether, suppose [ propose to do 
something illegal, you will send a police 
force to prevent any one interfering 
with me. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : It depends entirely 
on the circumstances. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) : Had not 
the farmers a perfect right to assemble on 
their own land to prevent trespass 7 


[No answer was returned. | 


Irish Court of Chancery. 

Mr. P. A. McHUGH (Leitrim, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the fact that the Vice-Chancellor 
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of the Chancery Court in Ireland has 
recently retired and that his place has 
been filled by the transfer of Mr. 
Justice Barton from the King’s Bench 
Division, he will say whether any saving 
has been thus effected, and, if so, how 
much; and whether the Government 
intend to fill up the vacancy. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The annual saving 
effected by the transfer of Mr. Justice 
Barton will amount to £867. It is not 
proposed to fill the vacancy in the 
Judgesbip of the King’s Bench Division. 


Irish Judges of Assize. 

Mr. P. A. McHUGH: I beg’ to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether it is proposed by the 
[rish Executive to amalgamate the Con- 
naught and North-West Circuits to enable 
the number of Judges of the High Court 
to be still further reduced when vacancies 
occur. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I would prefer not 
to go into this matter, and I must refer 
the hon. Member to the reply already 
given. 


St. Stephen's Green Parliamentary 
Vacancy. 

Mr. P. A. McHUGH: 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
the Crown Solicitor for Carlow has been 
selected as Unionist candidate for the 
St. Stephen’s Green Division of Dublin ; 
if so, will he state whether there is any 
authority in Ireland whose duty it is to 
prevent public officials connected with 
the administration of the Law from 
taking part in Party politics; and what 
action he proposes totake in the matter. 


I beg to ask 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I understand that 
Mr. Goddard, though invited to stand as 
candidate, has not accepted the invita- 
tion. 


Porter and Crossbe Estate, County 
Tyrone. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
tate when the Porter and Crossbe 


Estate, county Tyrone, first went into 
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the Land Judge’s Court ; whether the 
tenants were served with notice of sale in 
1898, and if he is aware that whilst sale 
is pending a portion of the tenantry cannot 
get second-term rents fixed and are paying 
the old rent, and, if so, whether he pro- 
poses to take any action in the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no specific 
information on the matters mentioned 
in the Question. The sale of the property 
under the Act of 1896 presented muny 
difficulties owing to complications in the 
title. But negotiations are now pending 
with the Estates Commissioners with a 
view to the sale of the estate under 
Section 7 of the Act of last year. 


Labourers Acts. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Ibeg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state what 
objection there is to publishing the reports 
of the inspectors who have recently been 
inquiring intothe working of the Labourers 
Acts in Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reports were 
made for the private information of the 
Local Government Board to supplement 
information already in its possession. It 
would be contrary to established practice 
to publish such reports, which are 
regarded as confidential. 


Carrain DONELAN : In view of the 
approaching introduction of the Labourers 
Bill, is there any objection to publishing 
a summary of these reports ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps the hon. 
Gentleman had better wait until he has 
heard what I say in introducing the Bill. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
When will it be introduced ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: earliest 
possible opportunity. 


At the 


Education Inquiry in Ireland. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenaat 
of Ireland whether the inquiry into 
primary and intermediate education 10 
Treland has yet concluded: and whether 
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he intends to lay the reports of the in- 
spector upon the Table of the House, 
and when. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The inquiry con- 
ducted by Mr. Dale into primary educa- 
tion has concluded, and his report, which 
was received by the Government on the 
21st ultimo, will be laid on the Table in 
the course of a few day. The inquiry 
into the subject of intermediate educa- 
tion has not yet been undertaken. 


Arklow Harbour. 
Me. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): On behalf of the hon. Member | 


for East Wicklow, I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, in view of the fact 
that the harbour at Arklow was con- 
structed by the Irish Board of Works on 
a plan condemned and protested against 
at the time of construction by the people 
of the locality, and that the plan has 
now been proved to have been faulty, 
and the harbour has become useless, with 
the result that the important industries 
of the town, namely, the Cordite Factory 
of Messrs. Kynoch and the Parnell 
Quarries, are threatened with extinction, 
the Board of Works will be directed to 
put the harbour into a safe condition 
without expense to the locality, which is 
in no Way responsible for the defective 
plans. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The plans were 
opposed by some persons in the locality 
and supported by others. They were 
approved by two independent engineers 
of the highest eminence, whose report was 
presented to Parliament in 1886. The 
liability for the maintenance of the 
harbour is vested in the Harbour Com- 
missioners. 


Me. JOHN REDMOND: But were not 
the plans condemned by the local public 
bodies in the locality ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am unable to say, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I will put 
another Question down. 


Police Evidence at Ballinrobe Sessions. 
Mr. JOHN O’DONNELL (Mayo, 8.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the evidence given 
by two policemen against a publican 
named Faby, at the Ballinrobe Petty 
Sessions, quite recently, who was charged 
with a breach of the Licensing Acts, when 
the magistrates, having a doubt about 
the case, left the bench and proceeded to 
the spot; that on their return they de- 
clared it was impossible for the police to 
have seen what they swore to, and 
unanimously dismissed the case; and, if 
sO, whether, in view of these facts, he 
will order a prosecution for perjury to be 
instituted forthwith. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have received 
this morning reports of the proceedings 
in the case referred to. These reports are 
now under consideration, and if the hon. 
Member will postpone his Question until 
Monday,I shall then be in a position to 
announce the decision of the Government 
in the matter. 


Irish Estates Commissioners’ Clerks. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland the number and sfafus 
of the clerks at the disposal of the 
Estates Commissioners; andif it is the 
intention of the Government to carry on 
the work of the Department in the seven- 
roomed house now occupied by the Com- 
mission. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The indoor estab- 
lishment consists of a secretary, an assis- 
tant-secretary, and two assistant ex- 
aminers; two first-class clerks, three 
second-class clerks, seven second division 
clerks, nine third-class clerks, and eight 
temporary clerks. There has been some 
unavoidable difficulty in providing suffi- 
cient accommodation, but arrangements 
have now been made for placing two 
houses at the early disposal of the Com- 
missioners, Nos. 25 and 26, Upper Merrion 
Street. 


Mr. KILBRIDE : 


Have they been 
merely nominated ? 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): And are they all land agents? 


[No answer was returned. ] 
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Housing of the Irish Working Classes. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has 
been called to the petition from the 
United Irish Trades Congress, presented 
to this House on the 23rd February, 1904, 
in which housing legislation for the 
working classes in Ireland is called for, 
owing to the conditions under which 
many of these people are compelled to 
exist; and whether, in his proposed 
Labourers Bill, he purposes to deal 
with the suggestions set out in the 
petition, or whether he proposes to deal 
in a separate measure with the housing 
of the working classes in cities and towns 
in Ireland. 


(Juestions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As at present ad- 
vised it is my intention to deal with the 
housing of the working classes in towns 
in a separate measure. The petition will 
be considered. 


Labourers’ Cottage Schemes for Strabane. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the necessity for 
labourers’ cottages in the electoral divi- 
sion of Ballymagorry, near Strabane, 
in the county of Tyrone, and to the 
correspondence with the Local Govern- 
ment Board, Ireland, relating thereto; 
and whether he will take steps to extend 
to that district the benefits of the 
Labourers Acts. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A memorial on the 
subject was recently received, and the 
Local Government Board is in corres- 
pondence with the District Council. The 
erection of three cottages in this division 
was sanctioned by the Board in July 
last. 


Lough Erne Navigation. 

Mr. EDWARD MITCHELL (Fer- 
managh, N.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if there is any fund under the 
Department of Agriculture for Ireland or 
from any other source by which the 
inland navigation of Lough Eme, situate 
in the counties of Fermanagh and Cavan, 
could be subsidised and developed; and, 
if so, will he state what action the 
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Department proposes to take in the 
matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The aiding or 
facilitating the carriage and distribution 
of produce comes within the purposes of 
the Agricultural and Technical Instruc- 
tion Act, 1899. The Department will 
consider any definite representations that 
may be made to it in this connection in 
respect of the inland navigation of Lough 
Erne. 


Irish Drainage and Land Improvement. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to the resolution of the 
Clare County Council, which asks that a 
Bill should be introduced in the current 
session of Parliament which will empower 
county councils to carry out drainage 
works and land impovements in their 
respective counties, and provide means 
by way of which loans at a rate of 
interest similar to that provided for in 
the recent Irish Land Bill can be made 
to county councils; and whether this 
matter will be considered by the Govern- 
ment at an early date. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The resolution has 
been received. The matter is under con- 
sideration, but I cannot undertake to 
introduce legislation in the present 
session. 


Small Dwellings Acquisition Act 
(Ireland). 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
grant the Return standing on to-day’s 
Notice Paper in reference to The Small 
Dwellings Acquisition Act, 1899. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : 
Return will be granted. 


Yes, Sir; the 


The following is the Return referred to— 
Small Dwellings Acquisition Act, 1899, 
(Ireland). Return giving the names of 
the local authorities in Ireland that have 
put into operation The Small Dwellings 
Acquisition Act, 1899; the number of 
applicants to whom money has been ad- 
vanced by each such authority for the 
purpose of acquiring ownership of their 
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houses under the Act; the amounts of 
the advance in each cas? ; and the rate 
of interest charged to applicants on the 
loan. 


Londonderry Town Clerk. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
under what Statutes and on what state- 
ment of facts, as to age and length of 
service and otherwise, was the sanction of 
the Lord-Lieutenant given to a retiring 
allowance’to the present town clerk of the 
county borough of Londonderry on his 
proposed retirement in April next, and by 
whom the statement was - submitted; 
whether the Lord-Lieutenant will receive 
from the ratepayers of the borough a 
memorial onthe law and facts of the case, 
and ifsatisfied that the town clerk is not 
entitled to aretiring allowance, would he 
reconsider his consent so given; and, will 
he explain why was this information 
denied to a member of the corporation by 
the Local Government Board. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The proposal to 
grant a retiring allowance to the town 
clerk of Londonderry was made by the 
Corporation of that city at meetings 
held in May and August last. The Lord- 
Lieutenant’s sanction to the allowance 
was given in pursuance of the Local 
Officers Superannuation Act, 1869, on the 
understanding that the town clerk’s re- 
tirement would not take effect before 
next April, when he will have attained 
the age of sixty years. The Lord-Lieu- 
tenant acted upon a statement signed by 
the Mayor of Derry. The Local Govern- 
ment Board is not aware that there is 
any foundation for the suggestion at the 
end of the Question. I cannot undertake 
that the Lord-Lieutenant will re-open the 
case, but any representations that may 
be made to him in the matter will be 
considered, 


Mr. MURPHY : Is it not the fact that 
according to law any officer filling a posi- 
tion such as that of town clerk, who per- 
forms other duties, is not entitled to 
superannuation. Has not the town clerk 
of Deriy notoriously filled other offices, 
and has he not obtained superannuation 
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simply because a member of the Govern- 
ment represents Derry City in this 
House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 


Subsidies to Irish Tourist Traffic. 
Me. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will re- 
consider the decision to withdraw the 
Government subsidy in connection with 
the tourist traffic oetween Kilrush and 
Tarbert, and also the coach services in 
Clare and Kerry; and if he can state 

what the amount of this subsidy is. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The receipts in the 
case of the Tarbert to Kilrush steamer 
service to the 3lst of December last 
amounted to £535, and the expenditure 
to £4,253. In the case of the two coach 
services the receipts were £1,480, and 
the expenditure £7,338. The subsidy 
allocated to the two couch services 
amounted to £8,848, and to the steamer 
service £5,208. I am afraid I cannot 
hold out any hope that the Government 
will reconsider the decision already 
come to. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman postpone 
altering these subsidies until the new 
transit scheme has developed ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am afraid that 
my answer to that must be in the nega- 
tive. The Act of 1896 was an experi- 
mental Act to try certain routes, and, 
where it has been proved that the losses 
are so great, it seems better not to 
exhaust the surplus on a service which is 
doomed to failure, and surely it would 
be preferable to allot it to more favour- 
able schemes. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: But 
could not something be done by altering 
the route ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must give notice of that. 


Mr. O’SHAUGHNESSY: But in view 
of the fact that these routes—— 
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Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
Question on the Paper has been fully 
answered. 


*Mr. FLAVIN: May I ask—— 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: IT shall 
call attention to this matter later on. 


*Mr. FLAVIN: I am a representative 
of the district through which this service 
runs. Am I not entitled to ask a 
Question ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: The Question on the 
Paper has been answered fully. 


*Mr. FLAVIN: Then I give notice that 
I will put down a Question for Monday. 


Irish Labourers’ Cottages. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he has received a_ resolution from 
the Millstreet Rural District Council 
urging that a clause should be inserted 
in the Labourers Bill entitling the 
occupiers of labourers’ cottages erected 
under the Land Commission Acts 
to an additional half acre of land; and, 
if so, whether, in view of the benefits that 
would be conferred by such an extension 
of existing legislation, he will insert a 
provision such as indicated. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The resolution 


referred to will be considered. 


Preparation of Voters’ Lists. 

Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he has received from 
the Millstreet Union a resolution calling 
upon the Government to repeal Section 
83 (7) of the Local Government (Ireland) 
Act, 1898, so as to transfer to clerks of 
unions the duties of preparing the jurors’ 
and voters’ lists, with a view to curtail 
the higher fees involved by their pre- 
paration by the secretaries of county 
councils, and, in view of the fact that 
clerks of unions possess the local know- 
ledge which is requisite in making out 
correct lists, will he state what ‘steps he 
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proposes to take in connection with this 
resolution. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The resolution has 
been received. It is not proposed to 
repeal the enactment in question, under 
which the duty of preparing these lists 
was transferred to the secretaries of 
county councils. 


Captain Annesly’s Estate. 

Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the estate of the representa- 
tives of the late Captain Annesly, 
situated at and near Island, Ballyhaunis, 
county Mayo, has been offered to the Con- 
gested Districts Board for sale, and that 
an offer has been made by that Board; 
and whether, if there is any material 
difference between the demand and 
offer, he will advise the Congested 
Districts Board to make a further offer 
with a view to purchasing the estate for 
the purpose of enlarging holdings in that 
district. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have not yet 
completed my inquiries in respect of this 
estate, and will ask the hon. Member to 
repeat the Question on Monday next. 


Taafe Estate, County Mayo. 

Mr. JOHN O’DONNELL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that last November the Congested 
Districts Board made an offer for the 
Taafe Estate, near Ballyhaunis, in the 
county of Mayo, which offer has not yet 
been brought definitely before the Land 
Judge’s Court in which that estate now 
is; and that the tenants have repeatedly 
offered to purchase it during the last 
thirty years and take it out of that 
Court; and, if so, whether he will take 
immediate steps to have this sale com- 
pleted. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Negotiations for 
the sale of this estate are pending between 
the solicitors having carriage of the 
proceedings and the Congested Districts 
Board. When these have been satisfac- 
torily settled an offer will be made by 
the Board in the Land Judge’s Court. 
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O’Grady Estate, County Mayo. 

Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the Congested Districts Board made 
an offer some time ago for the O’Grady 
estate, on which stands a portion of the 
town of Ballyhaunis, county Mayo, and 
that the Receiver on the estate refused 
that offer on the ground that it would 
deprive the graziers, who held portions 
of it on the eleven months’ system, of 
their privileges in keeping large areas 
under grass; and whether, seeing that 
this Receiver has stated that he will not 
sell to the Board so as to prevent the 
enlargement of holdings, he will have full 
inquiries made into this case. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No offer has been 
made by the Congested Districts Board 
for the purchase of the O’Grady estate. 
In 1902 the question was considered by 
the Board, but no action was taken, as 
it was understood that the owner and the 
tenants contemplated a sale through the 
Land Commission. I am unable to say 
whether the Receiver acted in the 
manner alleged, but in any case it would 
be outside his province either to accept 
or reject such an offer, if made. 


National Expenditure. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury, can 
he now say what decision His Majesty’s 
Government have arrived at with refer- 
ence to the recommendations of the 
Select Committee on National Expendi- 
ture that an Estimates Committee should 
be appointed, at the beginning of each 
session, for examination of and report 
on one class of the Estimates precedent 
to their discussion in Committee of 
Supply, and that a day should be pro- 
vided for the consideration by this 
House of the Reports of the Public 
Accounts Committee, and an opportunity 
be given of taking a decision upon the 
recommendations embodied therein. 


Tae PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tate TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): The matter 
to which my hon. friend refers has been 
under the consideration of the Govern- | 
ment, and a good many Questions upon 
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it have been postponed till Monday. If 
my hon. friend will postpone his Question 
till next Tuesday, and if the other 
Questions are postponed till the same 
day, I shall hope to make a statement 
in answer to them all. 


Dublin Post Office—Promotions to the 
Clerks’ Class. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General if he can explain 
why from one hundred and thirteen to 
one hundred and seventy-nine men were 
passed over in the recent promotions 
to the clerks’ class in the Dublin Post 
Office; can he say what were the special 
qualifications of the selected men; and 
why the claims of officers, who had been 
acting as clerks for a considerable length 
of time and who had long service and 
excellent records, were overlooked. 


Lorp STANLEY : The officers referred 
to were not promoted because they could 
not be certified to be the best qualified 
for the duties of supervision and control 
devolving on the class of clerks. The 
claims of all eligible officers were con- 
sidered, whether they had temporarily 
acted as clerks or not, and I am satisfied 
that the officers selected were those best 
fitted for promotion. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Do they have to 
pass a competitive examination before 
getting promotion ? 


Lorp STANLEY: Each case is decided 
by myself after seeing the officer’s 
record. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Have you done 


away with the examination altogether ? 
[No answer was returned, ] 
Dublin Post Office—Assistant 


Superintendent. 
Mr. NANNETTI: I beg toask the Post- 


_master-General if he will explain why a 


junior clerk was recently promoted to 
the rank of first class assistant super- 
intendent in Dublin over the heads of 
those senior to him on the clerks’ class 
and over the second class assistant super- 
intendents, seeing that the promoted 
officer has practically no experience of 
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Lorp STANLEY: None of the officers | 


on the second class of assistant super- 
intendents in the Dublin sorting office 
could be certified to possess the 
qualifications necessary for promotion to 
the more important post of first class 
assistant superintendent. I selected an 
officer who was not only exceptionally 
well fitted for promotion, but better 
qualified then any of those who stood 
above him. This officer had long 
experience, although a comparatively 
short part of his service was in the 
Dublin Office; and I am satisfied that 
his promotion was fully justified in the 
interest of the public service. 


Dublin Post Office—Leave Arrangements. 
Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General if he is aware that 
dissatisfaction exists in the Dublin sort- 
ing office with reference to the annual 
leave arrangements for the coming year 
by which large batches are listed for 
leave in March, April, and October, and 
comparatively few in the summer 
months; and whether, in view of the 
practice of the Department to allow an 
equal number out in each term of leave 
as is the case in the telegraph branch in 
Dublin, and of the fact that although a 
memorial from the staff was presented 
to the Controller, the leave is being re- 
arranged on practically the same plan as 
the original one which has been with- 
drawn, he will take steps to provide a 
system of annual leave distributed 
equally over the summer months. 


Lorp STANLEY: The circumstances 
to which the hon. Member refers have 
not been brought before me; but I will 
make inquiry. 


Armagh Post Office—Staff Arrangements. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General whether 
he is aware that the male staff at 
Armagh Post Office has been reduced, 
and in consequence the working of both 
counter and postal duties has fallen 
upon a few men; and will he state 
whether the practice of withdrawing an 
officer for temporary duty without in- 
viting applicants is to be repeated this 
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season, and whether, in view of the 
depletion of the male staff, he will cause 
inquiry to be made. 


Lorp STANLEY: Iam aware that 
the number of male sorting clerks and 
telegraphists at Armagh has been 
reduced by one, by the substitution of 
female for a male officer. At the same 
time, however, the staff has been strength- 
ened by the employment of two addi- 
tional female officers. I will have 
inquiry made as regards the selection 
of an officer for temporary duty. 


Armagh Post Office—Learner’s Pay. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he is 
aware that a learner, who has been em- 
ployed at the Armagh Post Office, has 
received no salary for the first twelve 
months, and is now in receipt of only six 
shillings a week, whether the official re- 
ports show that he has discharged his 
duties in a competent manner; and 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of granting him some increase of pay. 


MLorp STANLEY : I am not aware of 
the facts, but I will inquire into them. 


Cash-on-Delivery Post in Ireland. 

Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask 
the Postmaster - General whether he 
has received resolutions from local 
authorities in Ireland objecting to the 
cash-on-delivery post as being calculated 
to inflict injury on traders and shop- 
keepers in country towns and villages in 
Ireland; and, if so, will he state what 
are the intentions of his Department to- 
wards this post. 


Lorp STANLEY: Memorials from 
certain associations in Ireland, objecting 
to the institution of a postal system of 
cash-on-delivery, have been received. 
As regards the rest of the Question I 
must refer the hon. Member to an Answer 
which I gave to a similar Question asked 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for North Tyrone on the 22nd instant.* 


Cork Post Office—Rates of Pay for 
American Mails. 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General if he will 





| See page 564. 
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say on whose authority the special rate 
of pay for the working of American mails 
in the Cork Post Office was abolished; 
and whether, seeing that this rate which 
was in vogue for twenty years had the 
sanction of Parliament as an encourage- 
ment to the staff to expedite their work, 
steps will be taken to restore it. 


Lorpv STANLEY: The change to 
which the hon. Member refers was 
sanctioned in the ordinary course. I am 
informed that only one man suffered 
temporarily from the change, and that to 
the extent of one penny per hour. In 
his case I have sanctioned the payment 
of the former rate. 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: Is there 
any authority to override the sanction of 
Parliament ? 


Lorpv STANLEY: I think we have 
perfect power to alter the scale of pay 
according to the duty which may be 
imposed. I am going more fully into 
the question of this mail at the present 
time. 


Committee of Defence. 

*Sirn CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if he will 
state under what Vote the salary of the 
Secretary of the Defence Committee of 
the Cabinet and his Staff will be pro- 
vided, and if it is intended to give the 
House any opportunity of discussing the 
exact functions of his post. In putting 
theQuestion may I offer the congratula- 
tions of the Opposition side of the House 
to the right hon. Gentleman on his 
teturn to his s2at. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am grateful 
to the right hon. Baronet and his friends 
for their congratulations. I think it 
would be extremely desirable that there 
should be an opportunity for discussing 
the Committee of Defence upon the 
Estimates because it is only in that way 
that any general debate can take place 
on matters in which both the Army and 
the Navy are concerned. The ruling of 
the Chair has hitherto been that in dis- 
cussing the Navy Estimates nothing 
connected with the Army can be debated, 





and in discussing the Army Estimates 
nothing connected with the Navy can 
be introduced. There should, no doubt, 
be an opportunity of discussing the 
combination of the two defensive forces 
of the Empire; and probably, if and 
when the change foreshadowed in the 
Question takes effect, the debate can 
most properly take place on the Vote for 
the Secretary or Staff of the Defence 
Committee. I shall endeavour to put it 
down in such a form that the First Lord 
of the Treasury shall be the person to 
deal with such a Vote. The Chairman 
of the Defence Committee is the Prime 
Minister, and I think he ought to reply. 
If the Prime Minister should be in the 
other House, there might be some diffi- 
culty in arranging who should answer 
for the Defence Committee, but at the 
present time, at all events, I shall put it 
down in such a form that I shall be the 
person to reply. 


Balkan Peninsula. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury have His 
Majesty’s Government now received any 
further information as to the probability 
of an outbreak of war in the Balkan 
Peninsula which they can communicate 
to the House; do they propose to take 
any, and if so, what steps to prevent the 
outbreak of such a war; and can they 
lay upon the Table any reeent corre- 
spondence on the subject. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
it would be to the public interest for me 
to make a statement at the present time 
or to lay additional Papers on the Table 
of the House. 


Great Britain and Spain. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury are 
His Majesty’s Government aware that 
the Spanish Government is mobilising its 
forces and has ordered reinforcements 
of troops to the Balearic Isles, to Ceuta, 
to Tarifa, and to Algeciras; are, His 
Majesty’s Government in posession of 
any information which enables them to 
explain this action of the Spanish Govern- 
ment; and can they give this House an 
assurance that the relations between this 
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country and Spain continue to be of a 
cordial and friendly character. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There appears 
to be no truth in the rumour that the 
Spanish Government are mobilising their 
forces, though I believe they are adding 
to the strength of some of their garrisons. 
Iam glad to say that the relations be- 
tween this country and Spain are, and 
are likely to remain, of the most friendly 
character. 


Chinese Labour in the United Kingdom. 


Me. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury has any 
reference been made in the negotiations 
between His Majesty’s Government and 
the Chinese Government concerning the 
introduction of Chinese labour into South 
Africa, to the possibility of Chinese labour 
being imported into the United Kingdom ; 
and will His Majesty’s Government under- 
take not to entertain any such measure 
without previously consulting Parliament 
and taking its views on the effect such a 
measure would have in introducing com- 
petition with British labour. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman seems to be under the impres- 
sion that there is some legislative re- 
striction in this country upon the im- 
portation of Chinese labour. That is not 
the case, and when it is necessary to 
impose such a restriction, I need hardly 
say that this House, which is an essential 
part of the Legislature, will have to be 
consulted before such a law is passed. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): May I be allowed to 
repeat the expression of our pleasure at 
seeing the Prime Minister again? Now 
he will resume his familiar function of 
telling us what the business for next week 
will be. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am grateful 
to the right hon. Gentleman for his 
references to me. On Monday we shall 
hope to get the Speaker out of the Chair on 
the Navy Estimates, and on Tuesday we 
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shall proceed with Votes A and I—that 
is, the Votes for men and pay. It is 
difficult to make any forecast, because I 
do not know what progress will be made 
with those Votes on Tuesday ; but, as far 
as I can say, the main business next week 
will be the continuation of Supply. 


NEW BILLS. 


FALSE STATEMENTS (COMPANIES) BILL. 


‘To amend the Law relating to False 
Statements with respect to the financial 
position of companies or other bodies,” 
presented by Mr. Attorney-General ; sup- 
ported by Mr. Solicitor-General, The 
Lord Advocate, and Mr. Attorney- 
General for Ireland; to be read a second 
time upon Monday, 7th March, and tobe 
printed. [Bill 96.] 


FOREIGN MARRIAGES BILL. 


To amend the Law with respect to 
Marriages between British Subjects and 
Foreigners,” presented by Mr. Macdona; 
supported by Mr. Talbot, Mr. Rothschild, 
Sir Joseph Dimsdale, Mr. Winston 
Churchill, Lord Hugh Cecil, Mr. T. 
P. O’Connor, Mr. Samuel Evans, Dr. 
Farquharson, Mr. Stuart Samuel, Mr. 
Heywood Johnstone, and Lord Edmund 
Talbot; to be read a second time upon 
Friday, 4th March, and to be printed. 
[Bill 97.) 





SUPPLY. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland. 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 
1903-4. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a Supplementary sum, not ex- 
ceeding £2,700,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
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1904, for Additional Expenditure, in res- | 

spect of the following Army Services, | 

Viz. :-— | 

Vote 1. Pay, etc., of the | 
oS a re 2,000,000 | 

Vote 6. Transport and 
Remounts 

Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, 
and other Supplies 


2,100,000 
2,030,000 | 





Total £6,130,000 
Excess Appropriations-in- 


Aid (Votes 1,6,7,9, and 10) 3,430,000 





£2,700,000 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said he 
wished to draw attention to the item 
relating to gratuities to troops for active 
service — £100,000. He found = on 
reference to the original Estimate that 
the sum asked for on that ground was 
only £3,000, and he was bound to point 
out what a remarkable increase this 
Supplementary Fstimate showed. Indeed, 
the Estimate throughout was extraor- 
dinarv. The first line disclosed an in- 
crease of 15,000 per cent. on the original 
demand; the second an increase of 1,500 
per cent. and the present item one of 
3,000 per cent. The Secretary for War 
on the preceding Monday told them this 
sum was required wholly—or in large | 
part at any rate—for the South African 
Constabulary. Did the right hon. Gentle- 
man remember an occurrence in the House 
a year ago which caused no little excite- 
ment at the time? A Supplementary 
Estimate was presented for £1,000,000 | 
sterling, which was to be paid to the 
Colonial Government in discharge of all 
liabilities with regard to the South African 
Constabulary. A misunderstanding arose 
in regard to it, with the result that the 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer— 
then Postmaster-General—gave an ex- 
planatory statement on the Report stage. 
In the first instance. on the 3rd March, | 
when submitting the Vote, the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer said the Estimate repre- 
sented a final adjustment and included 
all sums which the House would be asked | 
to vote in connection with the adminis- | 
tration of the Transvaal, but on the Report 
stage the following day the right hon. 
Gentleman said the Estimate represented | 
a grant in aid of the colonial revenues ' 
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in full discharge of all liabilities which 
would have fallen cn the Government. 
And later on he added that the 
£1,000,000 was offered by the Government 
as a cash payment in discharge of all 
liabilities and it was accepted as such by 
Lord Milner, so that no further claim 
could be made on us. Now they were 
told that this was a new claim made by the 
South African Constabulary in respect of 
their military services, which entitled 
them to gratuities in the same way as 
ordinary troops. He held, however, that 
there was a clear and distinct pledge that 
under no circumstances should any further 
claim be made on this country in respect 
of the South African Constabulary. The 
£1.000,000 already paid was intended to 
cover everything, and it was even arranged 


‘that if there was a surplus it should not 


be returned to the Imperial Exchequer. 
If the South African Constabulary 
were entitled to the gratuity—and he did 
not deny that—it ought clearly to be paid 
out of the money voted by Parliament a 
year ago, and under these circumstances 
he moved the reduction of the Vote by 
£1,000. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That item, Vote 1, Sub-head H (Gra- 
tuities tothe Troops for Active Service), 
be reduced by £1,000.”—(Mr. Whitley.) 


*Sir A. HAYTER (Walsall) confessed 
that he also was astonished at this claim 
for gratuities. Heagreed that the South 
African Constabulary deserved gratuities 
as much as the rest of the troops, but this 
Was an enormous amount. It was almost 
incredible that they should amount to £10 
per man, as they would be according to 
this Vote, even if the force had not been 
reduced from the original number asked 
for—10,000 to 7,000 men. He might 
mention that the original gratuity for 
the whole of the troops provided for 


‘in the 1902 Estimate only amounted to 


£350,000, and, therefore, the demand for 
solarge a sum, as was now asked for, for 
one corps only was quite unintelligible. 
How did it come that this £100,000 was 
included in this Estimate? He thought 
the Committee were entitled to an ex- 
planation. If that amount was entirely 
for the South African Constabulary it was 
very much too large, or else it was very 
inaccurately described in the Estimate 
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as “Gratuities to the troops for active 
service.” 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arno.p-Forsrer Belfast, W.) 
thought there was some mis- 
conception about the matter. The 
whole of the sum was not in respect 
of the Constabulary, but the principal 
part was for that purpose. The number 
of men was 10,000, and the average 
amount of the gratuity per man was 
£7 10s. The hon. Member for Halifax 
had asked why this sum had not been 
added to the £1,000,000. The two had 
nothing to do with one another. The sum 
of £1,000,000 was arrived at in respect of 
the pay and maintenance of the Constabu- 
lary. The view the Colonial Adminis- 
tration took was that 6,000 would be 
adequate, but the Home Government took 
the view that 10,000 should be maintained. 
After some correspondence with Lord 
Milner it was arranged to pay £1,000,000 
in respect of these men. ‘The war 
gratuity was not originally allotted to the 
Constabulary. It was not originally in- 
tended to give it to them, but it was after- 
wards decided that, in view of the services 
they had rendered, they should receive it. 
The hon. Gentleman was perfectly right 
in saying that the whole of the sum was 
not for this purpose. He thought £70,000 
was for the South African Constabulary 
and the remainder for gratuities to men 
in other branches of the service. What 
the War Office had now to do was to make 
good their undertaking to pay the grat- 
uity to the South African Constabulary 
whose claims were coming in from time to 
time. 


Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) asked the right hon. 
Gentleman to state the amount of the 
giatuity per man given to the troops. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said _ he 
could give the basis on which the 
gratuities were paid. [t was £5 per man to 
privates, and to all the ranks above them 
the amounts varied acording to the ranks. 


*Sir A. HAYTER said that what they 
wanted to know was the average figure 
for each force. 


Sir A. Ha yter. 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said there 
was no doubt about that. It was £5. 


*Sin A. HAYTER said it appeared to 
him that this sum did not properly come 
under the Supplementary Estimate. It 
should be in the main Estimate, becaus¢ 
it was really for a new service. The right 
hon. Gentleman had stated that it was 
not originally intended to give gratuities 
to the South African Constabulary, but he 
supposed that in the intervening period 
a different resolution was come to. That 
should have been specifically noted on the 
Supplementary Estimate. The right hon. 
Gentleman had said that the whole sum 
was not for that purpose, but so far as he 
himself could make out from the figures, 
four-fifths was for that purpose. This 
illustrated once more the hand-to-mouth 
way in which these Estimates were pre- 
sented to the House of Commons. The 
Financial Secretary stated the other day 
that the preceding item, headed * Pay, 
etc., of the Corps of Imperial Yeomanry 
(South Africa), included not only pay 
but gratuities, and here they were dis- 
cussing an item which included not only 
gratuitiestothe Constabulary but gratuities 
to the troops on active service. He 
thought the Committee had a right to 
know what the purposes were for which 
they were asked to vote money. It was 
incumbent on the Department presenting 
the Estimate to the House to give the 
fullest and frankest information. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said what 
had happened was this. The House of 
Commons had agreed to the principle of 
paying gratuities, and it was a question 
for those who had the administration of 
them to say how they should be given. 
There was no new principle involved. He 
entirely demurred when the hon. Baronet 
said this item was an illustration of the 
laxness with which the accounts were kept. 
This was the first time we had had a war 
carried on with money provided by Esti- 
mates. In every previous war the ex- 
penditure had been by a Vote of Credit. 
He believed the attempt which had been 
made to conduct the recent war by a 
system of Estimates which the House of 
Commons could appreciate had _ been 
successful. This having been done they 
were met now with criticism on the 
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smallest points. He admitted that there 
had been delay in bringing up the accounts, | 


but it was not because the War Office 
desired that there should be postpone- 
ment. It was because of the exigencies 
in connection with the winding up of a 
great campaign. He thought they might 
with some advantage forego these minute 
criticisms of the details of remnants of 
accounts of three or four years back. 
The hon. Gentleman opposite seemed to 
suggest that there had been a sort of 
liche on his part, or on the part of the 
Department. The War Office authorities 
had given their very best attention to the 
overtaking of the enormous task which 
had been devolved upon them during the 
war. They were as competent as the 
officials of any other Department. They 
had done what he was quite certain had 
never been accomplished by the Financial 
Department of any other War Office in the 
world. 


Sim H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said the right hon. Gentleman had given 
the Committee an admirable illustration of 
“the poacher turned gamekeeper.” While 
he sat below the Gangway there was no one 
fuller of small and cavilling criticisms than 
the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. ARNO|LD-FORSTER: I do 
honestly say that during the time the 
war was going on I did not make those 
criticisms. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said that whether it was war time or not 
they had a duty to perform. The war 
was over now at last. It was over accord- 
ing to the right hon. Gentleman and his 
friends a long time ago. The right hon. 
Gentleman deprecated criticism, and said 
that all those criticisms were futile and so 
forth, [An Hon. Member: So they 
are.| They were, he quite admitted, 
inconvenient tohim. Then the right hon. 
Gentleman said what an admirable staff 
the War Office had! He quite agreed 
with the right hon. Gentleman, but why 
were they admirable? Because they 
were always liable to “futile” criti- 
cisms on the part of the House of Com- 
mons, and if there was any falling off in 
the financial scrutiny of the public De- 
partments the fault lay with the House of 
Commons, on account of the House not 
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carrying on its proper function of liberty 
of criticism in these cases. The right hon. 
Gentleman could not deny that within the 
last two or three days his hon. friends 
behind him who had heen examining these 
items had discovered a number of very 
strange proceedings. The right hon. 
Gentleman considered that the explana- 
tions he had given were satisfactory, but it 
was the duty of his hon. friends to exercise 
their functions by making these criti- 
cisms. It was the system of close criti- 
cism that kept things straight. This new 
optimistic tone did not come well from the 
right hon. Gentleman. It was that tone 
which was more likely to lower the proper 
administration of public offices than anv 
other. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) said the praise bestowed by the 
Secretary for War on the Financial De- 
partment of his 0 ffice was rather excessive. 
It was very easy during a war to make 
excessive Estimates. He remembered 
when the South African war was coming 
to a conclusion the War Department 
asked something like £30,000,000 to carry 
on the war, when it was supposed that it 
would go on for six months. No one 
could reasonably suppose that on this 
occasion the War Office had made up the 
Estimates carefully. The truth was that 
the War Office went on the system of tak- 
ing a large margin indeed, but in every 
case therejhad had to be Supplementary 
Estimates. The right hon. Gentleman 
the other day said that the Estimates had 
invariably been exceeded. | 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: T= said 
exactly the contrary; that the amount 
spent was under the Estimate. 


Mr. TREVELYAN said that in this 
case there was a definite new expenditure 
which the Committee was not led to 
expect. He did not know what the reason 
was why the special gratuities to this 
corps were omitted in the first instance, 
and now decided to be given. He sup- 
posed it was that the Constabulary were 
to be given the disagreeable duty of chas- 
ing escaped Chinese servants. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary of State for War had declared 
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that this was the first war that had{ hon. Gentleman was a member, stated 
been conducted under a_ system of| that— 

Estimates, and not under a Vote of| «In deference to the wishes of the Treasury, 
Credit. The right hon. Gentleman was | the war expenditure has been met for the first 


| 


. : | time by Estimate, and not by Vote of Credit, 
pier It was tus that in the aon ye | and that in attempting to do so, for the better 
smal war against a Savage country tne | information of Parliament, great latitude must 
system of Vote of Credit was used, but it | be allowed, both in bringing to account within 
was not in the case of great wars. For-| the proper year, and in estimating in detail for 


instance, in the war with Napoleon there | &h separate Vote and Sub-head.” 


was a Vote of Credit to begin with, but the | That opinion was repeated in the last 
rest of the war was always carried on oD. | Report of the Public Accounts Committee, 
the system of Estimates. The right hon.| which stated that— 

Gentleman said that this new system, as | ' ' 

. Me “In adopting the plan of proceeding by 
he thought it to be, was adopted to be in | Estimates, and not by Vote of Credit, in defer- 
accordance with the views of the House of | ence to the wishes of the Treasury, the War 
Commons. He did not think there had | Office must, in the opinion of your Committee, 


been any expression of opinion on the sub- | ae aowed — able latitude both in bring. 
aa a "ag, an ots 85 wb] ing the expenditure to account within the proper 
ject in the House of Commons. / Was year, and in estimating in detail for each 
adopted, no doubt with the best intention, | separate Vote and Sub-head.” 


to give greater control to the House of | 
Commons over expenditure. But he did | He respectfully suggested that the point 
not believe that it had had that result, | sed by the hon. Gentleman was rather 
When the Secsetaty of State fee War! small and minute, but if any further ex- 
talked of minute criticism, might he re- | . “We required he a bs = 
mind the right hon. Gentleman of the | give it. e were now at the end of the 
circumstance that in the Public Accounts | 8°¢atest war ever conducted, or attempted 
Committee it was avowed by the financial | yeh ee Ss 
authority of the War Office that, in respect | “©” '™ . t she Wa: y+ ole agora - 
of the expenditure by officers in the field | magpie ws 7 oo xy Retin nos 
in the way of purchases, they could not | qT nage siete’ a a nt 
tell what that was withina million or two. | +2®Y Pretested that It was practically 
Wiek comma to es te chor tt the impossible to conduct a war on Estimates, 


system of estimating in advance had been | but their protest was over-ruled, and for 
: | four years the Government had done their 


a failure. Perhaps that was because) ) ~ : ae 
there was no machinery for it. It might | best to prove that they were mistaken. 
: This was an absolutely unprecedented 


be that they wanted an entirely new con- | ~ d 1 ci 
stitution fortheir financial arrangements in | W®" COM uct»d in unprecedented circum- 
time of war: and that the Commander-in- | St@ces, and at an unprecedented distance 
Chief should have a sort of double to take | — Pacer at a . cost Rng Pg 
charge of the financial arrangements. He £200,000,000, and he asked the Com- 
though it might be a matter for serious | ™ttee to make allowance for some little 
scneihRettion whatins when—which God | ™'scalculation and for small unforeseen 
forbid—we came across another big war, | expenditure. 

the old or the new system should be) 


adopted. | Mr. WHITLEY said he could assure 
| the hon. Gentleman that they were trying 


a a , ..|not to be too hard on the Financial 
THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 'O | Department of the War Office. He 


THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bromtey | 1; ; tt 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield) said | ~— _ po A yer aa ts 
that the hon. Member for King’s Lynn | the right hon. Gentleman the Ridin. 


had stated that the right hon. Centle- ‘tary for War had met their endeavour to 
ae the gore eg 8 of —— “om War | extract information. It struck him that 
was wrong when he alleged that this | the right hon. Gentleman had already 
was the first time that the expenses of a| inherited a great deal of the spirit 
war had been provided for by Estimates. | o¢ pis predecessor in the office of 
Now, the Report for the year 1902 of the | Secretary of State for War ; and he would 


Public Accounts Committee, of which the | remind the right hon. Gentleman that 
Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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the House of Commons was not a/| 
“ Chinese compound.” 
to ask for information on these items, and | 
when the Government came down day 

after day for millions for the public ser- 

vice, they would continue to inquire and 

to criticise. Hedid not believe that this 

was a trifling matter—voting money 

with both hands, and the attitude of the 

right hon. Gentleman was not becoming 

to him. The right hon. Gentleman 

would get his money faster by adopting a | 
different attitude than that which he had | 
adopted just now. The Secretary 
for War had said that the war had 

been conducted for the first time on the 

system of Estimates; but he agreed 

with the hon. Member for King’s Lynn 

that a lump sum might have been 

better than Estimates. The right 

hon. Gentleman said that the war was 

over ; but last year when these Estimates 

were framed these items were not brought 

in as they should have been. Attention 

had been drawn to three or four consecu- 

tive Supplementary Estimates which 

showed an increase of 1,000 per cent. on 

the original Estimate. It was due to the 

Committee that they should have some 

explanation of that, and sufficient ex- 

planation had not been given. He was 

still of opinion that these items ought 
a to have been brought in on this Vote 
at all. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield) said he quite agreed that 
some latitude ought to be given to the 
War Office in regard to their Estimates, 
but there were limits when every Vote one 
came to, was found to be largely out, not 
to a small extent, but two or three times 
the original Estimate. That was going 
beyond reasonable latitude. _If the Esti- 
mates were to be drawn in this loose and 
careless fashion, it would be better to 
bring in a lump sum. He did not find 
fault with the Financial Department of 
the War Office on this occasion, but what 
he wanted to know was how it was that 
the Constabulary were now allotted to re- 
ceive a gratuity? They had been fighting 
all through the war. Some of them were the 
first troops to be engaged, and their claims 
should have been considered earlier. The 
war had been over eighteen months, and 
surely it did not take anything like that 
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time to decide who were entitled to gra- 
tuities and who were not. That was in 
the ordinary routine of the War Office 
business ; there was no difficulty in decid- 
ing it. It was quite true that these men 
were paid at a much higher rate than our 
own soldiers, but so were the Colonials, 
and surely the War Office could have 
decided earlier that these men were en- 
titled to gratuities. There was no reason 
why this item should not have come upon 
the ordinary Estimates last year. He 
wanted to know why the decision to give 
gratuities to the Constabulary had not 
been come to earlier, and why some part, 
at least, of these gratuities had not been 
paid out of the £1,000,000 voted last year. 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 
said that the speech of the hon. Gentleman 
who had last spoken was a very good 
example of how the time of the House of 
Commons could be wasted. The hon. 
Gentleman asked why the troops who 
were employed the earliest were not paid 
the earliest. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said he 
did not ask that Question. 


Mr. MALCOLM said it seemed to be 
quite immaterial to the hon. Gentleman 
that the force which was now to be paid 
was not in existence at the time he sup- 
posed it was. He thought the explana- 
tion of the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office was perfectly satisfactory. The 
hon. Gentleman admitted that there was 
an oversight at a time of very strenuous 
vork, and he acknowledged it just as “a 
poacher turned gamekeeper” would ac- 
knowledge it. It was no part of his 
business to defend the War Office ; but he 
did not see that there was any occasion 
for the present attack. If British infantry 
or cavalry were being kept out of their 
gratuities hon, Gentlemen opposite would 
be the very first to complain about it. It 
was perfectly reasonable to expect such an 
oversight as had occurred, during a period 
of a great war; and if hon. Gentlemen 
opposite wished the House of Commons to 
proceed as the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee advised by way of Estimates 
instead of by Votes of Credit they were 
doing their best to prevent it. The House 
of Commons ought to be protected against 
such a display of financial pedantry, and 
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it ought to be allowed to proceed with its 
business. There had been laxity under 
circumstances of unprecedented difficulty. 
He thought that the Report of the 
Public Accounts Committee entirely dis- 
posed of the contention of the hon. Gentle- 
man for King’s Lynn. The change in 
procedure which was now adopted was 
extremely satisfactory, and was a great 
improvement on the old method. He 
certainly, would support the War Office. 


Mr, RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) said that 
he respected the loyalty of the hon. 
Gentleman to the permanent officials 
when he indulged in a_ defence of 
the Financial Department of the War 
Office; but the mght hon. Gentleman 
had admitted that that Department was 
not what it should be, and he added that 
the remedy which ought to be applied, 
and which he thought would shortly be 
applied, was to provide a proper financial 
staff. Therefore the right hon. Gentle- 
man should not resent hon. Members on 
that side of the House expressing a 
similar opinion. The hon. Gentleman 
who had just spoken was altogether mis- 
taken regarding the functions of the 
House of Commons, He appeared to 
think that it was improper for hon, Gentle- 
men to discuss small details. The war 
cost £250,000,000, but even still they had 
regard to such a comparatively small sum 
as £100,000, and they objected to the 
Vote being brought on at that time of day. 
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mates continued to be introduced there 
would be a feeling that they had not yet 
got to the end of the job. He was not at 


all sure that when the right hon. Gentle- , 


man submitted the Army Estimates that 
the House of Commons would not be 
asked to clear up more accounts. He 
wished to ask a Question of the right hon. 
Gentleman with regard to the distribution 
of the gratuities to officers who had served 
in South Africa. He understood that an 
officer holding a staff appointment was 
granted the gratuity of his substantive 
rank in a case where the staff appoint- 
ment would only have entitled him to a 
smaller gratuity. He wished to know 
whether regimental officers who were 
given local and temporary rank received 
similar advantage. For instance, a regi- 


mental captain appointed as _ staff- 
lieutenant would be entitled to £60 
Mr. Malcolm. 


{COMMONS} 
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' gratuity, whereas a regimental lieutenant 


appointed to the rank of local captain 
would only be entitled to £27 10s, That 
was a great inequality, and he hoped the 


| right hon, Gentleman would inguire into 


it. 


Sir A. HAYTER said that only 
£350,000 was taken in last year’s Esti- 
mates and £3,000 in tle Supplementary 
Estimates for gratuities. He wished to 
know where the remainder of the money 
came from. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
the difference was taken out of another 
Vote. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) 
said he thought he could help 
the hon. Gentleman out of his 


difficulty. Last year the Secretary of 
State for War took no less than £2,250,000 
for gratuities. He respectfully demurred 
to the Secretary of State for War denounc- 
ing perfectly honest and straightforward 
criticisms. The criticisms were twofold. 
In the first place the charge should have 
been foreseen, and, in the second place, 
the Estimate was really a new item. The 
right hon. Gentleman himself had admitted 
that. He said it was not originally in- 
tended to give the South African Con- 
stabulary gratuities for military service, 
but that a decision to the contrary had 


y. , been arrived at. They had a right to ask 
As long as these Supplementary Esti- 


on what grounds that decision was arrived 


‘at, and why it was not stated on the 


Estimate that it was a perfectly new 
charge. 


Mr. WHITLEY said that last year 
the Secretary of State for War took 
£3,000,000 for gratuities which was spent 
on other purposes. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN asked when the de- 


cision was arrived at. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he could 
not answer the hon. Gentleman’s Question 
about officers’ gratuities, but the decision 
to pay gratuities to the South African 
Constabulary was arrived at in June, 1902. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN asked, if it was arrived 
at in June, 1902, why it did not appear in 
last year’s Estimates. 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he had 
previously explained the matter. The 


money began to be paid immediately the | 
decision was arrived at, but it could not be | 
all paid in one day. The payment occu- , 


pied many months. The fact that the 
money was being paid had nothing to do 
with the question of accounting, as it 
could not be brought into account until 
it had all been checked and regulated. 
The result was that the money was not 
brought into account during the year. 
Under their existing system of finance, 
money which was actually paid during 
one year had to be voted the next year. It 
was a perfectly familiar transaction, and 
one which took place in every branch 
of the public service. 
money was spent in 1902. but it was not 
brought into account during that year, 
and the money afterwards appropriated 
for it was spent on other purposes. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said he thought the 
right hon. Gentleman did not quite com- 
prehend his Question. What he referred 
to was not the appropriation of the money 
but the estimating of the amount. In 
June, 1902, the War Office knew that 
gratuities were to be paid to the South 
African Constabulary. They also knew 
the number of men that would receive 
such gratuities, and he could not under- 
stand why they did not,gput the money 
down on the Estimates. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said the Esti- 
mates were made up in October, but the 
accounts for the previous year did not 
close until the month of November, and 
the Estimates had to be made without 
knowing what accounts might be brought 
in up to the following October. That, he 
thought, was the explanation of what 
seemed to be a very puzzling feature on 
the face of the accounts. 


“Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said the explanation 
of the right hon. Gentleman met some 
of the points which had been urged 
with regard to other items, but it did 
not at all touch the particular question 
under discussion. In June, 1902, it was 
known that these gratuities were going to 
be paid, and the number of men entitled 
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to receive them, and between June’ and 
October there was ample time to place 
before the House the exact facts of the 
case. The point of the complaint was not 
the question of whether the money was 
to be paid within a particular period, but 
the fact that, by their not being brought 
into account in the year, it was taken alto- 
gether out of the power of the House to 
criticise these gratuities. He had come 
to the conclusion that it was perfectly 
useless for the House of Commons to 
attempt to exercise any control over War 
Office Estimates. He had listened with 
astonishment when the Financial Secre- 
tary stated that the Treasury had insisted 
that the War Office should make Estimates 
and not take a Vote on account, and the 
War Office had declared they were incap- 
able of doing what the Treasury required. 
When such relations existed between 
two Departments it was not sur- 
prising that these extraordinary Supple- 
mentary Estimates should be introduced. 
The Committee were entitled to some 
explanation of why the Treasury insisted 
on the War Office carrying out a financial 
operation which that Department de- 
clared themselves to be incompetent to 
perform. 4 


@jMr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said the hon. 
Member had asked why, if it was known 
that these gratuities would become due. 
they were not included in the original 
Estimate. As a matter of fact, a very 
large sum had already been voted by 
Parliament for gratuities, and it was not 
known for many months how much of the 
£3,000,000 which had been set aside 
would be required. It was thought that 
that sum would be ample. Claims for 
gratuities had been coming in daily for 
months, but at the time there was no 
anticipation that the sum available would 
not be amply sufficient. He did not know 
why this particular war was made the 
occasion for trying this new system ; nor 
did he recognise the hon. Member’s 
description of internecine war between the 
two Departments because the Treasury 
had insisted on a course which the War 
Office thought there would be difficulty 
in following. It was decided to make 
the experiment—he believed with the 
entire concurrence of the Public Accounts 
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Committee, and the experiment had been 
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{COMMONS} 


made with results which were, or were not, 


satisfactory according to the point of view 


of hon. Members. 


Abraham. William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts. 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hen. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 


Mr. Arnold-Forstir, 


Noes, 184. 


AYES. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 
Kilbride, Denis 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 
Logan, John William 
Lundon, W. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick, (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’ Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8S.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
Q’ Dowd, John 
O'Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 


NOES. 


Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Mich. Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Lt.-Col. H.F( Middlesex 
Bowles, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A(Glasgow) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A( Wore 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 127; 
(Division List No. 18.) 


Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E). 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,Sir J.T( Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs—Mr 
Whitley and Mr. Soares. 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw..H. Athole 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodor 
Duke, Henry Edward 
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Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 

Fyler, John Arthur 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gore, Hn. S.F.Ormsby-(Liftc.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,Sir E.W.(B’rySEdm’nd 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton,Marg of(L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir John H 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Kerr, John 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monmouth) 


Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks., N. R.) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 


Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8.) , 


Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maxwell, W. J. H. (Dumfriessh. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pease, Herbt. Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, $.Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
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| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Edw. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C( North’ mbTyneside. 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf'd Univ. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. ( Notts.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H.( Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Sir 
Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 





Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he wished to ask 
a question about item K, “ Pay, Wages, 
etc., of Army Service Corps Subordinate 
Establishments, £230,000.” No informa- 
tion was given in the Estimate, but he had 
gathered that this was another South 
African charge. In the last general 
Estimates they were led to believe that 
they were voting the nominal charges in 
time of peace. There had been a large 
charge for war purposes, and until the 
other day they believed that the country 
had returned to the ordinary normal ex- 
penditure of the Army. Now they were 
told that it was necessary to double that 
charge, and that it was due to further 
expenditure in South Africa, and to the 


retention of native employees in connec- 
tion with military services. He should 
like to know whether the increased South 
African charge was in any degree due to 
the alteration of policy announced in 
July last as regarded the permanent reten- 
tion of a much larger force than had been 
contemplated when the Estimates were 
introduced by the Secretary of State for 
India. He moved the reduction of the 
Vote by £1,000. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item, Vote 1, Sub-head K (Pay, 
Wages, etc., of Army Service Corps. 
Subordinate Establishments), be reduced 
by £1,000.”—(Mr, Buchanan.) 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT ex- 
plained that this money was paid almost 
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entirely for the building of barracks for 
the troops in South Africa, to natives and 
others for carrying materials. The 
General Officer Commanding must have 
omitted this charge from his estimate, 
and it had become necessary to provide 
it in this way. 





Army (Supplementary) 


Mr. BUCHANAN asked if it was likely 
that next’ year they would get back to 
something like the normal charge. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Yes, 


ii the building operations are compieted. 


Mr. SOARES [{Devonshire, Barn- 
staple) asked if the hon. Member could 
inform the Committee how many natives 
were employed on this work, as it would 
affect the Chinese labour question. 


Mr. WHITLEY said this money was 
not only payment for carrying materials, 
but for the erection of hutments. Had 
this money been spent strictly in materials 
or had some of it gone in wages ? 


{COMMONS} 





Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT re- 
plied it was thought at first that the | 
original estimate included the cost of | 
transport, civilian drivers, and civilian | 
workmen employed on the buildings, but 
owing to a mistake the estimate did not 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said it was | 
extraordinary that an item of £230,000 | 
had been omitted by an officer in South | 
Africa, and had not been detected by the | 
War Office. | 
} 

Mr. WHITLEY said that very serious | 
complaints as to the housing of the troops | 
had come from South Africa, and it would | 
give great satisfaction if they could have a | 
clear statement that this work was nearly 
completed, and that the conditions under 
which the troops were housed would be 
very shortly much improved. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said the 
question of the housing of the troops was 
very important, and he had given much 


Mr. Bromley Davenport, 
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attention to it, but it was hardly one 
which arose upon this Vote, although if 
it was in order he was perfectly prepared 
to go into it. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Original Question again proposed. 


*Sir A. HAYTER pointed out that 
the original Estimate for the Reserves 
was £680,000 fdr 80,000 men. The 
right hon. Gentleman had said there 
would be a considerable shortage in the 
Reserve. and he took only £480,000 for 
70,000 men, or £200,000 less than the 
original Estimate. That had the effect 
of falsifying the amount they had to pay 
for the Reserves. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER replied that 
the men had passed into the Reserve earlier 
than was expected, and the result was an 
excess. He thought that was a matter 
for congratulation. The Reserve was 
short, and he was glad that this increment 
had taken place. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said that the item 
for the China Expeditionary Force was in 
some respects new, for he would not be 
liable to the reply from the Treasury Bench 
that this sum had to do with SouthAfrican 
expenditure. In the first place, the 


include those charges and they were | 'espect in which this item bore an unhappy 


ehiieed te ask for them new | resemblance was that they had this year, 
SG ae . | 


identically the same 


as well as last year, an amount almost 
as the original 
Estimate. He ventured tosay it did not 
show very good financial work on the part 
of the War Office. Referring to the item 
of £135,000 for “ Pay, etc., of the China 
Expeditionary Force,” the hon. Member 
said the Committee should bear in mind 
that the Report of the Auditor-General for 
1902-3 gave the total amount for that 
Expedition as £1,807,000. They had not 
in their possession the Army Appropria- 
tion Accounts for the vear ending 31st 
March last, and, therefore, they did not 


| know what had been spent for that year. 


He thought it would certainly be within 
the mark to say that considerably over 
£2,000,000 had been spent on the China 
Expeditionary Force. The sum nowin the 
the Supplementary Estimate ought to 
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have been foreseen and inserted in the 
general Estimates of the year. The note 
at the end of the Supplementary Estimate 
said— 

“The gross sum of £400,000 is required in 
connection with the China Expeditionary Force, 
owing to the accounts for 1902-3 having been 
received too late to be brought to account in 
that year. These charges are, however, to the 
extent of £200,000, met by surplus Appropria- 
tions-in-aid, due to arrear receipts in respect of 
the same period.” 


He did not think that, together with the 
statement of the right hon, Gentleman the 
Secretary of State for War on the opening 
night of this discussion, was an adequate 
explanation either of this particular 
item or of the way these sums of money 
were charged. This expedition was 
andertaken by the Indian Army, and the 
cost was to be paid for, not out of the Indian 
Exchequer, but out of the Imperial Ex- 
chequer. He ventured to say that there 
was more than a probability that the 
delay in settling the accounts was much 
more likely to be due to difficulties here 
at home thanin India. He reminded the 
Committee that in connection with the 
Abyssinian Expedition which was carried 
on by Indian troops, at the cost of the 
Imperial Government, it was more than 
twelve years before the Indian Govern- 
ment could get full payment of the money 
it had expended. He could not see why 
the Government did not enter an adequate 
sum in the Estimates last year to meet 
these claims. The House knew that 
communications had been constantly going 
on, in the course of last year, between the 
home Government and the Indian Govern- 
ment. On 18th March last a military 
member of the Indian Council stated that 
a few battalions of the Indian Army were 
still employed in Northern China at the 
cost of the home Government, and he 
added that the administration of the force 
had been taken over by the War Office. 
That showed clearly that the home Govern- 
ment must have foreseen that a charge 
of this sort would come in for payment in 
the year drawing to a close. Was the 


present item to be final or not? He 
would be pleased to find that there was no 
further sum inserted in the Estimates for | 
the China Expeditionary Force. There 
were still a number of Indian troops there, 
Was there to be no charge for them put on 
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the Estimates for the year? Ile moved 
to reduce the Vote by £1,000. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item, Vote 1, Sub-head AA (Pay, 
&c., of the China Expeditionary Force), 
be reduced by £1,000.” —(Mr.JBuchanan.) 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said itjwas 
really satisfactory to learn from the hon. 
Gentleman that the War Office had re- 
duced the period of accounting between 
the Indian Government and ourselves 
from twelve to something like two years. 
The hon, Gentleman had said he did not 
understand why this account should come 
in now. He had satisfied himself, and he 
thought he could satisfy the Committee, 
that it was not very material, This was 
an expedition conducted many thousands 
of miles away. It was conducted under 
conditions which were quite uncertain at 
the time. Noone knew what the develop- 
ment of the campaign might be, and no 
one could anticipate the development that 
took place. An Estimate was made by 
the War Office of the cost of the expedi 
tion. The estimated cost was £6,600,000, 
and the expenditure had been £6,121,000, 
The hon. Member had asked why that was 
so. The answer was very simple. In the 
early stages of the war the War Office pro- 
vided for all emergencies and took Estima- 
mates in excess of the actual amount that 
could be expended in that year. There 
was a very large excess taken in the two 
years 1900-1 and 1901-2, but the expendi 
ture was not sufficiently quickly brought 
to account, and considerable sums were 
returned to the Treasury. The result had 
been that the sums which were voted as 
necessary for the expedition and not ex- 
pended in those years had to be re-voted, 
and now a portion was to be re-voted this 
evening. The hon. Member had asked 
why delay had taken place, and had sug- 
gested that because they had had com- 
munications with the Indian Government 
they might have expedited the issue of the 
accounts. If he remembered rightly, it 
was the Public Accounts Committee that 
suggested that the accounts should be 
audited in India. Asa matter of fact, they 
were not presented at a time when they 
could be brought within the ordinary 





Estimates for the vear. This wav not in 


1031 


the true sense a Supplementary &«timate 
at all. It wag not a payment in excess of 
the or ginal Estimate for the whole expedi- 
tion. It was delayed payment. The 
actual expenditure had been less than the 
money voted by Parliament. As to the 
question whether this was a final Estimate, 
he had to say that it was final with respect 
to the expedition, but there were still 
troops in China, and, of course, as long as 


Army (Supplementary) 
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| there were troops there to guard the raij- 
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way there must bea charge. That would 
be brought up in the ordinary way, and 
would be subject to the hon. Member's 
criticism. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 136; 
Noes, 187. (Division List No. 19.) 
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Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M.( Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward ( Notts.) 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
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Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Logan, John William 

Lundon, W. 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. John P. (Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
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O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
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O'Malley, William 
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Pirie, Duncan V. 
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Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
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Power, Patrick, Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 
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Schwann, Charles E. 
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Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
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Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 
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Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
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Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs-~—Mr. 
Buchanan and Mr. Ains- 
worth. 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Mich. Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 
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Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Lt.-Col. H.F( Middlesex 
Bowles, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A(Glasgow) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C.W.( Derbyshire 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A( Wore 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants., W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 

Fyler, John Arthur 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gore, Hn. 8.F.Ormsby-( Linc.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,Sir E.W(B’rySEdm/’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamiiton,Marq of( L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. 


far as he could understand 


’ ates, this expedition to Somaliland was 

to cost this year £1,500,000. 

to know whether the Secretary for War 
VOL. CXXX. [FourTH SERIES. ] 


BROADHURST 
said he thought it would be unfortunate 
if this Vote went by default and there- 
fore he moved to reduce it by £100. So 
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Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, RtHn. H(Somers’t, E 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Kennaway. Rt. Hn. Sir John H 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Kerr, John 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monmouth) 
Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks., N. R.) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Col.Chas. W. (Evesham)) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S. 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh.) 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pease, Herbt. Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Earl 
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Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C( North’ mbTyneside 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf’'d Univ. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-ColA.C. E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts). 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und.Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir WH.( Yorks. } 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav, Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Sir 
Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


could inform the Committee what the 


approximate total cost of this war had been 


(Leicester) 


this war ? 
these Estim- 


He wanted 


up to the present time, and whether the 
right hon. Gentleman could offer any 
guarantee as to the probable length of 
The whole thing had been a 


disastrous undertaking to this country. 
It had been conducted with great loss of 
life, and no one had been able to under- 
stand what the real object of the war 


2M 
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was, or whether it would end even if we 
succeeded in capturing the so-called 
‘Mad Mullah.” He did not know 
whether the Government continued to 
call2that gentleman the “Mad Mullah,” 
but*}|there seemed to be consider- 
able method in his madness. It 
appeared to him that the War Office 
regarded this war as a_ permanent 
institution; but he hoped the Committee 
would have some assurance that it 
would not be continued, and that some- 
thing would be done to bring it to an 
end. Would the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary of War tell the House of 
Commons what the Government were 
going to do with the “Mad Mullah “when 
they had captured him ? What he under- 
stood was that this gentleman was a 
patriot in his own country ; that he be- 
hieved in the Imperialism in his own part 
of the world ; that he objected to invasion 
and interference by foreigners ; and that 
he did not want immigrants whom he 
disliked to come into his land by force. 
Therefore he was called the “Mad 
Mullah!” In these times of extravagant 
expenditure, when the resources of the 
country were being severely taxed, and 
when the financial outlook was causing 
great anxiety to thoughtful people, he 
hoped the Secretary for War would be 
able to tell the Committee something of 
interest in regard to this question. He 
wanted to know, first, the amount 
which this war had cost up to the present 
time ; second, whether the right hon. 
Gentleman could make any reasonable 
estimate—he did not mean a War 
Office estimate but a real genuine estimate 
—of how long this war was to be con- 
tinned ; and third, what return this country 
was to get for this enormous outlay in 
that wild part of the world. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That Item, Vote 1, Sub-head BB (Pay, 
&c., of the Somaliland Expeditionary 
Force), be reduced by £100,°—( Mr. 
Broadhurst.) 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that it 
was not a new circumstance in our history 
that we should have to make such expedi- 
tions as this in Somaliland. The Mullah 
might be a patriot as the hon. Gentle- 
man had said, for all he knew. but this 
patriot had, on three occasions, raided 
British territory and put to death those 

Mr. Broadhurst. 


{COMMONS} 
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who were under our protection. We 
were just as much bound, when an armed 
invader entered the lands of those we 
had undertaken to protect, to send an 
expedition against that invader as if 
his raid had been made upon those under 
the direct rule of the Crown. This, or 
any Government, was compelled to drive 
the invader from the territory of the pro- 
tectorate, although he might come back. 
The Government believed that there was 
now a more favourable chance than ever 
before of putting an end to these raids an 
getting rid of the Mullah. The opera- 
tions up to the present time had cost 
£3,300,000, and the present Vote would 
carry them on to the end of the financial 
year. What would take place after that 
he could not say. Undoubtedly this wasa 
most critical period, because the grass 
would be beginning to grow a little 
later, and the circumstances which 
controlled the operations of the 
enemy would cease to control him. 
He thought that they might feel sanguine 
that the efforts which were being made 
by our troops would be crowned with a 
measure of success. Theonly question now 
was whether hon. Gentlemen desired that 
the Government should bring those oper- 
ations toa close before they had made 
certain that the tribes for whose protec- 
tion the Government was responsible, 
would be no longer liable to such in- 
cursions. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
that there had been recently rather dis- 
quieting news from Somaliland with re- 
ference to the retirement of General 
Egerton. He hoped that the Committee 
would have an assurance from the 
Secretary of State that the campaign 
would be brought to a close, and that it 
would not be like the Dutch campaign in 
Sumatra, which had been going on for 
thirty years. He should like an assur- 
ance as to what the proposals for the 
future were. If the present operations 
were not successful, were they to be con- 
tinued indefinitely at enormous expendi- 
ture? Last year they were told that no 
further operations would be undertaken; 
but us soon as the House rose a fresh ex- 
pedition was started. He did not 
express any opinion as to whether that 
expedition should have been undertaken 
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or not, but there were two points which 
were very unwisely carried out. In the 
first place there was a large importation 
of Indian camels into Somaliland which 
were not suited by the climate and which 
died like flies. Secondly native levies 
under British officers wereemployed after a 
considerable sum had been spent on their 
training, but the moment the first shot was 
fired they all bolted leaving the officers in 
a position of great danger. He wished to 
know whether that practice would be 
stopped, and also whether the House 
would be consulted before any larger 
operations were undertaken. 


Army (Supplementary) 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said the Secre- 
tary of State seemed surprised at the Cem- 
mittee being taken aback by this Supple- 
mentary Estimate. But surely it was not 
surprising, considering the original Esti- 
mate was only £250,000, and that the 
Supplementary Estimate now asked for 
amounted to £1,600,000. The Secretary of 
State said that when British territory was 
invaded it was the duty of thiscountry to 
drive outtheenemy. Asageneral principle 
they all agreed +o that; but he wished to 
ask whether the Secretary of State 
thought that the Government or the 
House oi Commons would have under- 
taken to drive out the Mullah if they had 
known it would lead to such enormous ex- 
penditure and such great loss of life. That 
was a question which met with the high- 
faluting of the Secretary of State. Now 
that they were in it they would have to go 
through with it. The original criticism on 
the expedition, that it was like looking for 
aneedle in a bundle of hay, had unfortun- 
ately been justified. The Mullah had 
only to retreat and it was most unlikely 
that he would be brought to book. The 
onlyfsatisfaction which the Secretary of 
State was likely to get was that the war 
would be like the Dutch war in Sumatra 
which had been in progress for fifty 
years. This was one of the cases in which 
the cost had not been counted before the 
expedition was entered upon, and it was 
clear that there was a great deal of mis- 
calculation and muddle in connection 
with it. 


*Sin CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said that the 
Secretary of State had put altogether too 
high the doctrine of British territory in 
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a matter of this kind. Immediately be- 
fore the war began this was an India 
Office occupation on the coast in order to 
promote trade with Aden. Then the 
India Office handed it over to the Foreign 
Office, who in turn handed it over to the 
War Office to carry on the war. The 
Secretary of State spoke as if the country 
was a portion of British territory as is 
India. Nothing of the kind. We had 
never been in thecountry. There were no 
magistrates, no residents, and no British 
officials in it. It was a desert country 
where we had never been. At present 
there were no frontiers, but ultimately no 
doubt they would be drawn, and pos- 
sibly the territory the Committee was now 
discussing would be handed over to some- 
one else as a vast neighbouring territory 
of the same kind had been handed by us 
to Abyssinia. To speak of such a 
territory which they had merely taken 
by colouring it red on the map, as British 
territory in the sense in which the 
United Kingdom or India was British 
territory was simply misleading the 
House of Commons. The moral of the 
whole thing was that the House should 
be a little more careful than they had 
been in former times, in the matter of 
pegging out claims. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he hal 
not put the question as one of territory 
at all. It was a question of treaty 
obligations. It was perfectly open to 
the House ona proper occasion to discuss 
whether the Government ought to have 
entered into those treaties or not, but, 
having entered into them for the protec- 
tion of life and property for our own 
purposes, he held, although the opinion 
might be regarded as heretical by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, that they were 
bound to give effect to them. The hon. 
Member for Poplar asked whether the 
Government would have entered on this 
expedition had they known what would 
happen. Ifa war for the protection of 
life and property was justifiable, the 
question of cost ought not to decide 
whether it should be undertaken or not. 
If it were right to go to war to protect 
those to whose protection this country 
was pledged, then the question of money 
did not in his opinion enter primarily 
intoa ccount. 

2M 2 
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ing upon this expedition is not open to 
discussion now. 
the conduct of the operations are quite 
open to criticism. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) said 
he was very much struck by the answer 
which the Secretarv of State gave to the 
Question which had been asked him as 
to how long he expected the war would 
last. The right hon. Gentlemen said he 
could not say, and justified his answer by 
reference to the length of the South 
African campaign. The Irish Members 
had every reason to protes against the 
Vote, and he was sorry that the right hon. 


Gentleman who moved the reduction did | 


not move the omission of the total amount. 
There was no necessity for this campaign, 
and there was no question of defending 
British territory. Up to the present 
this campaign had cost £1,800,000, and 
the right hon. Gentleman had had to 
admit that no satisfactcry result had 
been achieved. The “Mad Mullah” was 
said to have been turned out of the 
territory. If that was so, why did they 
not keep him where they had him? He 


strongly protested against the expendi- | 


ture, because Ireland was already heavily 


taxed for wars in which she had absolutely | 


no interest and with which she had no 
sympathy. Last night when a reasonable 
request was made for money for Ire- | 
land, the reply of the Treasury was that | 
they had no money, and yet these large | 
sums could be provided without the 
slightest prospect of any benefit accruing. 
Of all the expeditions ever undertaken by 
Great Britain this was one of the most 
shocking. 


protesting against an expedition which | 
Was unnecessary and a Vote which could | 
not be explained. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he could 
not vote tor the Amendment as this 
was a matter which must be left 


to the responsibility of Ministers, and if | 


the House of Commons was so advised as 
to keep in power Ministers who undertook 
expeditions which ought not to be under- 
taken, they should be prepared to vote the 
necessary Estimates. He desired to 


{COMMONS} 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I ought to remind | 
the Committee that the policy of enter-| 
‘which, in his opinion, ought to and could 
The future policy and | 


He hoped the Amendment | 
would be pressed to a division in order | 
that an opportunity might be given of | 
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press on the Committee, however, that 
this was one of a series of small wars, 


have been avoided. It was this kind of 
subsidiary expenditure which went 
largely to swell the enormous Estimates 
with which the House had to deal. The 
case for the Somaliland War —it had 
ceased to be an expedition—was a very 
bad one. He had never been able to 
comprehend the object for which it was 
being waged. Our original strip of terri- 
tory was quite enough for us in that 
wretched locality, and for some years it 
was administered with considerable 
success. The Somalis were an easily 
governed people. Sufficient reason had not 
been shown for carrying fire and sword 
amongst them. All sorts of assurances 
of an encouraging character had been 
given with regard to the war, but they 
had all been falsified. He attributed the 
outbreak to the much too great indepen- 
dence allowed, especially to military 
gentlemen, in the districts concerned. 
These gentlemen, being anxious for dis- 
| tinction and promotion, were much too 
/apt to engage this country in matters 
which led to these costly wars. What 
was tobe done with the Mullah if he were 
caught? It would have been much 
better to have allowed him to run loose in 
his own partof thecountry. He earnestly 
hoped that some assurance would be 
| given that this was the last sum the 
| Committee would be ask to vote in the 
matter. If, however, as he understood, 
this was merely to carry matters on until 
3lst March, and that another £1,000,000 or 
£2,000,000 would be asked for next year, it 
opened up a most distressing vista. He 
‘warned the Government against the 
beginning of strife in respect of these 
wars, which started in a smail way, but 
ended by costing millions of money and 
thousands of lives, and led tono adequate 
‘Tesults. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said the hon. Member for King’s Lynn, 
who had asked for an assurance that no 
more money would be asked for, could 
not have been in the House when the 
Secretary of State declared that the war 
must be carried through no matter how 
much it cost. In these circumstances 
the Committee ought to have a clear 
understanding as to what they were 














040 


that 
‘ats, 
yuld 
d of 
F ent 
ates 
The 
had 
ery 


was 
2rri- 
that 
rs it 
able 
sily 
not 
vord 
nces 
een 
hey 
the 
pen- 
tary 
ned. 
dis- 
too 
‘ters 
That 
vere 
uch 
se in 
stly 
| be 
the 
the 
ood, 
until 
Mor 
ir, it 

He 
the 
hese 
but 
and 


uate 


ton) 
ynn, 
5 no 
yuld 

the 
war 
how 
nces 
lear 
were 














1041 


fighting for. 
of spending £100,000,000 he wanted to 
know under what conditions they were 
going to make peace. Were they to go 
op pursuing the Mullah until they caught 
him! Whenever we quarrelled with any 
of these tribes, we. in order to bring to 
them the blessings of Christianity, sent 
out an expedition to burn down their 
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houses, and to destroy all we possibly | 


could; and then, having mowed down 
the natives with our machine guns. we 
thanked God we were superior to them. 
There was no use in continuing these 
operations. If the Mullah was really 
caught another would arise. Nobody 
could show the slightest possibility of 
any benefit accruing from this expenditure 
of this money, and therefore he should 
gladlv vote for the Amendment. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.) 
said if the Government embarked upon an 
expedition of this kind this country ought 
topay forit.and he did not see why Ireland 
should be called upon to contribute any 


share for this expedition to Somaliland. | 


Last night a claim was made for £3,000 


for technical education in Ireland, and it | 
was treated in the spirit in which the | 
Treasury always treated claims of a| 


practical character from Ireland. Now 


£1.800.000 was to be expended upon | 


hunting the Mad Mullah of whose future 
peregrinations they had no assurance. 
The hon. Member for King’s Lynn had 
asked what was to be done with the 
Mullah when he was caught. Might he 
suggest that he should be made President 
of the Tariff Commission or found a seat 
upon the Treasury Bench. 
useless expenditure because the Mad 
Mullah was simply a religious enthusiast 
and that was no reason why he should be 
pursued at a cost to the taxpayers of 


£1,800,000. There were religious zealots | 


in ‘this House but they did not spend 
any money in pursuing them. It was 
scandalous that such a sum _ of 
money should be taken from the British 
Treasury when there was so much need 
for social reform and for more generous 
treatment towards Ireland in matters 
like technical education. He entirely 
associated himself with the hon. Member 
for Galway, in protesting, against this 
outrageous expenditure and against the 
refusal o& the Government to grant the 
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If there was a possibility | 


This was a | 
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small demand of Ireland in regard to 
technical education. 


*Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) said it 
was desirable that-:some responsible mem- 
| berofthe Governmentshouldtell the House 
what was their policy in Somaliland. 
|The South African War and its results 
proved that without a definite policy 
confusion and loss were certain to follow. 
|It was impossible to see the end 
‘of this expedition. What was it 
‘intended for? This Vote was no cri- 
| terion as to the further amounts the 
| House would be asked for, and he sin- 
| cerely hoped that before the House voted 
on the matter some undertaking would 
be given as to what the Government had 
in view. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said he 
shared the distinction of opposing the 
Somaliland expedition for the last five or 
| six vears both by speech and vote. In the 
early days of this expedition he remem- 
_bered both the hon. Member for North- 
ampton and himself being gibed and 
jeered at by hon. Members opposite. 
It was suggested that they were un- 
patriotic and not touched with the new 
Imperialism, and it was said that they 
were not alive to the true interests of 
the British Empire. He claimed that 
they had been more prescient than those 
who jeered at them, and to-night he was 
using the same arguments against this 
|expedition as he had urged before. He 
/ contended that the Mullah had the right, 
| as a religious zealot and a tribal chief, to 
lexercise what rights he thought he had 
and to contend for them with other men 
| of similar ambitions and views. It was 
| not our business to go to the four corners 
|of the earth adjusting religious differ- 
;ences between Buddhist passive re- 
sisters and high Churchmen there. The 
Mullah was a sort of fiscal reformer on 
| the ramp whose authority was disputed. 
| but the fact that he held those views was 
no reason why this country should do 
what had been done in Somaliland. 
See how appetite grows on what it 
\feeds upon. The sum of £80,000 was 
the amount of the original Estimate for 
this expedition, and it grew from that to 
£250,000. Now they found that it had 
become £1,800,000, and if they continued 
Mullah hunting he believed the total 











1043 Army (Supplementary) 
would be nearer £5,000,000. He wished 
to take time by the forelock, and 
he protested against a continuation 
of this expenditure. There was an im- 
pression that these expeditions benefited 
trade, but there was not a greater illusion. 
The idea that they could extend trade 
in this way was a ridiculous one. The 
man who had done most to kill British 
trade in Africa was Mr. H. M. Stanley, 
whom the Government had imitated. 
They ought to do all they could to 
develop trade routes, but they should not 
interefere with tribal customs. They 
ought to let those tribes have their rows 
on religious matters just as they did in 
Belfast and other parts of the British 
Empire. If they broke each others 
heads it was only only a way they had 


got, but if they thought they were going | 


to benefit trade by pursuing the Mullah 
all over the place they were very much 
mistaken. Ireland had just asked for 
£3,000 as a grant towards technical 
education. Not long ago men were 
running up and down the country telling 
us that the time for economy had arrived, 
that we were adying race with languishing 
industries and disappearing trade, and 
we were told that we must go into 
competition with the world with new 
commercial ideas. ‘The policy of the 
Government was like the policy initiated 
by Solomon 4,000 years ago, and was 
correctly described in the words “The 
eyes of a fool are in the ends of the 
earth.’ He did not object to hon. 
Members paving for their foreign policy 
out of their own purses, but he did object 
to the East Coast of Africa being 
made a sort of enlarged Salisbury 


Plain, about 1.000 miles long and 70: 


miles broad, on which our men were sent 
in a hopeless quest aiter a religious will- 
o’-the-wisp who was continually drag- 
ging them into difficulties, dangers 
misery, and suffering. with an objective 
which did not warrant or justify the 
policy of the Government in any sense 
whatever. When they heard so much 
cheap sympathy expressed for the unem- 
ployed he contended that this £2,000,000 
would have been better spent on harbours 
of refuge around the Irish or Scotch 
Coast or in establishing Charlottenburg 
schools in different parts of this country. 
If this Government remained in office they 
Mr. John Burns. 


{COMMONS} 
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would be told the same thing next year, 
and the answer would be, “This man 
must be suppressed.” There was no par- 
ticular evidence that the Mullah had done 
any great harm; it might be said that 
he made people slaves, but it did not lie 
in the mouth of this Government to 
accuse a wild native religious zealot of 
treating people badly or of making other 
people slaves, because the Government 
had done it themselves and were continu- 
ing to do it. Those tribal wars and mili- 
tary expeditions conducted and _ started 
mainly when the House of Commons was 
not in session were not only a scandal to 
their name but they broke the tradition 
they professed of treating inferior races 
kindly, and they involved this country in 
tremendous expense and a_ great 
waste of money. He appealed to 
the Secretary of State for War to 
withdraw the troops from this  ex- 
pedition in which there was no honour, 
glory, or credit. When the right hon. 
Gentleman was reorganising the Army 
he might with the money which was 
being thrown away on this expedition 
be able to do something better for 
Tommy Atkins. He protested against 
the wicked expenditure of money on 
wanton_expeditions. 


Mr. RITCHIE (Croydon) thought it 
was a great pity that language oi 
exaggeration was used in regard to this 
matter. He was sure that a plain state- 
ment of the facts of the case would be 
sufficient to show how serious was the 
position we were in in Somaliland, and 
he was satisfied nobody in that House 
regretted more than His Majesty’s 
Ministers the size which this expedition 
had now unfortunately assumed. Not- 
withstanding what the Secretary for War 
had said in regard to our responsibilities, 
he did not believe that His Majesty’s Min- 
isters would have entered upon an expedi- 
tion of this kind if they had dreamt for a 
moment that it was going to reach its 
present size. He did not quite agree 
with his right hon. friend the Secretary 
for War when he assumed that it was the 
duty of the Government to enter upon 
such expeditions as this over such a vast 
expanse of territory, involving such an 


_ enormous outlay of money and loss of life, 


with regard to every portion of territory 
which was assumed to be more og less undet 
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our protectorate. He thought that was 
putting it much to high. It was a great 
pity, he thought, that we should enter as 
freely as we did on obligations of that 
kind. He was satisfied that it was very 
largely true that we ought, as far as 
possible, to confine our responsibilities to 
the sea-coast, and not endeavour to 
undertake obligations in the trackless 
desert as in this case. The position was 
not really quite as his right hon. friend 
suggested, that there was a large number 
of people under our protection who had 
been raided and massacred. His recol- 
lection was that a large portion of the 
inhabitants of this territory were rather 
in sympathy with the Mullah than with 
us. It was understood when this ex- 
pedition was entered upon, that we were 
to drive the Mullah fromcertain territory 
which was of service to his cattle and fol- 
lowers, and that having done that we 
should consider our responsibilities at an 
end, retire then to our own territory, and 
endeavour subsequently, by the extension 
of trade routes, and perhaps of railways, 
to extend our peaceful influence and so 
counteract the effect of the Mullah’s 
movements. But he quite saw the 
original intention, against the will of the 
Government, had had to be abandoned, 
and they had had to go further and 
further in this matter, much beyond 
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situation which was created, a period 
would be put to this expedition. It 
would be satisfactory to know that at 
some not remote period they might look 
forward to the termination of this very 
great expense. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he was 
rather astonished at the speech of his 
right hon. friend. There had been two 
definite appeals to the Government from 
the people under our protection. His 
right hon. friend agreed to the sending 
of the first expedition, which was suc- 
cessful in driving the Mullah out of our 
protectorate. The blow, however, was 
not a severe one, and the Mullah com- 
menced to raid again. His right hon. 
friend approved of the second expedition, 
and that expedition suffered very serious 
defeat. Was that the time when we 
ought to have retired ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: Certainly not. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said they 
then undertook a third expedition, which 
was now, he hoped, in process of coming 

,to a fortunate conclusion. [An Hon. 
MemBer: What is it going todo?] His 
right hon. friend suggested that they 
ought to have brought the expedition to 

, an end at some other period —— 


what they at one time anticipated. That | 


was the danger of these expeditions, we 
never could tell when we entered on a 
small expedition how far we should be 
drawn on. He quite acknowledged that 
we could not leave this territory now 
without inflicting considerable damage 
on the Mullah. We had inflicted con- 
siderable damage already, he understood ; 
and he thought they ought to ask the 
Government to define to the House what 
was to be the limit of the expedition to 
which we were committed. He was 
rather alarmed at some expressions 
which fell from his right hon. friend, 
who seemed to assume that this expedi- 
tion might possibly go on indefinitely. 
He did not think that would be satis- 
factory to the House or the country ; 
and they ought to hear from the Govern- 
ment whether, after having inflicted 
considerable injury on the Mullah, 
as we had done, and shown that 
we were not disposed to accept the 


Mr. RITCHIE said the right hon. 
Gentleman must really not misinterpret 
him. He had never disputed the fact 
that he, along with his colleagues, was 
responsible for entering upon this ex- 
pedition; he never disputed the fact 
that the Government had been driven, 
necessarily, and very much against their 
will, far beyond what they originally 
intended, and that they had no option 
but to go on. The question he had 
asked was what was the limit to the 
expedition which the Government antici- 
pated; because his right hon. friend, in 
some of his remarks, had seemed to 
' assume that it might go on indefinitely. 
He had never denied his responsibility, 
‘or the duty of the Government to go on 
with it, although he deplored it, as he 
believed the Government did. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he 
was very glud then to find that they 
were entirely inagreement. He certainly 
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understood the right hon. Gentleman to 
have suggested that they ought to have 
stopped the operations. 
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Mr. RITCHIE : No. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said they 
were agreed that the Government 
had been justified in carrying out 
the expeditions. He supposed there 
was no section in that House to 
whom the necessity of continuing 
this campaign Was more unpalatable 
than to the Government. It was obvious 


to everybody concerned, as the right hon. | 
Gentleman had said, that there was no | 
As to | 


glory or profit in the campaign. 
what was the policy of the Government 
with regard to Somaliland, he thought 


it was a matter of plain common sense. | 
The policy of the Government was, and | 
must be, that of anybody else in their | 


position; they were now carrying on 


this campaign with some anticipation of | 


result; they hoped to 
impression by the 
forces of the 


a favourable 
produce such an 
disorganisation of the 


Mullah as to make it sure that we should | 


not be exposed a fourth time to a re- 
currence of these attacks. He could not 


should stop. His right hon. friend did 
not suggest that they should have 
stopped when we were defeated: he did 
not suggest that they should stop now 
when we had a chance of success. The 
point, of course, at which they should 
stop would be when. we had achieved | 
success, and secured the safety of those | 
for whom we were responsible. [Cries | 
of “Who are they?”] They were practi- | 
cally the whole of the coast tribes along | 
the northern edge of Somaliland. It | 
would be futile on his part to state an | 
exact time when the operations ought | 
to stop, or when they hoped to achieve | 
success. He did not agree with the hon. | 
Member for Battersea that his reference | 
to Holy Writ was at all relevant in this | 
matter. He thought it would be a bad | 
day for the British Empire when one | 
took the hon. Member’s advice. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said he did | 
not think the Government could be | 


surprised at this debate. This war had | 
Mr, Arnold-Forster. 


{COMMONS} 


| possibly could ? 
for the life of him understand what was | policy for the Government to make up 
the other point in the operations at | 


which hon. Members recommended they | 


| Suggestion, direct or 
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| been going on for more than two years. 
| The original Estimate was £259,000, and 
/a great deal of money had been spent 
'since. Now they were presented with 
la bill for £1,600,000, and according 
'to the Secretary of State for War 
| there was “some anticipation of 
'a favourable result.” Did anybody 
| in this House suppose thatif the Govern- 
'ment had had any idea what the course 
| of the war was going to be they would 
| have entered upon it? And, indeed, 
| there need never have been any war at 
all but for the mismanagement of the 
/people on the spot. What made the 
present case so inexcusable was that we 
had had so many examples in the past of 
similar wars. We had had protectorate 
wars on the north-west frontier of India. 
Wars like the present one had occurred 
over and over again, in which enormous 
sums of money had teen spent. How 
long was this warto go on? Would 
Estimate after Estimate be presented to 
| the House as long as the Mullah was able 
to keep the field and threaten fresh raids 
It must come to an end ; and was it not 
the part of good sense to endeavour to 
bring it to an end as soon as they 
Was it not a reasonable 
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their mind and let their officials and their 
generals know that they would not 
continue this wild chase of the Mullah 


from oasis to oasis, and that if they did 


not succeed in catching him in the present 
trap, these costly expeditions would 
be abandoned and subsidiary methods, 


| which have been found so useful on the 


north-west frontier of India, would be 
adopted to repel the raids of this nimble 
and active enemy! He believed that the 
debate would not be futile if it could 
make the Government realise that these 
expeditions were useless. It was not from 
any Party spirit that they desired the 
Government to change their policy. and 
put an end once for all to these sources 
of expenditure. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field) said he wished to ask whether the 
Mullah or his friends had made any 
indirect, to our 
officers in the field of negotiating in any 
way to bring this war toan end. Was 
there any chance of our securing the 
services of any man out in Somaliland 
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who had influence with the Mullah 
toinduce him tocome to reasonable terms 
of peace # 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.) 
said that on previous occasions he had 
entered his protest against the whole of 
the expenditure entailed by this expedi- 
tion. At the outset he desired to say that 
when they were dealing with a matter of 
this kind, which involved the expenditure 
of millions of the taxpayers’ money, 
they ought not to be treated to any 
exhibition either of heat or temper 
from the new Secretary for War. 
The Irish Members were accustomed to 
have their protests derided and their 
actions misrepresented ; but he thought it 
was a new departure for the Secretary of 
War to rise and with some passion to 
find fault, not with an Irish Member at 
all, but with the ex-Chancellor of the 
Exchequer because he ventured to express 
views not on all-fours with those he 
entertained. They were at least entitled 
to have courtesy and not temper 
displayed in discussions of this kind; 
and he warned the Minister for War that 
they were only at the commencement of 
the session, that the right hon. Gentleman 
had a great deal of work to get through 
in connection with his Army Estimates, 
and that, if they were to have displays 
of temper, he promised the right hon. 
Gentleman most faithfully that the dis- 
cussions of Army affairs would be pro- 
tracted. He was himself naturally by 
temperament most peaceably disposed, 
and it was not very easy to irritate him; 
but one of the things which did irritate 
him was, when discussing a question like 
this, if they were not treated with that 
calmness of demeanour which certainly 
ought to characterise a highly placed and 
not badly paid official. He complained 
that there seemed to te no settled plan 
of campaign in reference to this expedi- 
tion; and he emphasised the fact that 
whereas when the House was asked in 
1901 for a Vote of £200,000, and it was 
said that that amount might possibly be 
the last demanded, now they made a 
demand which ran into millions, and 
Were apparently just as far off seeing the 
end of this expedition as ever. From the 
Trish point of view expenditure of this kind 
was simply and absolutely intolerable. 
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He defied any member of the Govern- 
ment to say how, in any way, England 
could possibly gain either in prestige, 
commerce, or reputation, from an expedi- 
tion of this kind; but, whatever England 
had to gain, they knew perfectly well 
that, as far as Ireland was concerned, they 
had absolutely nothing to gain, though he 
supposed they would have to pay, in the 
usual course, their share of the expen- 
diture. England might have a vendetta 
against the Mullah and might have made 
up its mind, for the welfare and stability 
of the Empire, that he should be hunted 
down; but Ireland had no quarrel of the 
kind orany serious interest in the matter ; 
and he put it, as man to man, if he were 
not justified, representing thousands of 
farmers and poor agricultural labourers 
in Ireland, in protesting in their names 
against the expenditure of millions of 
money in a wild-goose chase in Africa 
which could bring no credit or honour to 
England and certainly no good to Ire- 
land. Sometimes the Irish Members 
were derided because they were not 
more content and more temperate in 
their language and more patient. But 
he was surprised that, in face of the provo- 
cation they received in matters of this 
kind, they maintained the patience they 
had exhibited from time to time. It was 
an unfair, an unjust, and a monstrous 
thing that Ireland should be directly or 
indirectly charged a single shilling for 
this expedition. He freely admitted 
that, as far as he knew the merits of the 
quarrel, his sympathies were with this un- 
fortunate African native who was being 
hunted down; but if the Government 
would undertake that a reduction ’should 
be made in respect of Ireland and that it 
should not be called upon to bear any 
part of the cost of this war, he would, in 
spite of his sympathies, let them have 
the Vote of money without protest. So 
long, however, as Ireland was charged 
with any proportion of the cost, they 
were entitled to make their protest. 


Almost nightly since the session began 
they had had proof upon proof piled up 
of the unfair way Ireland was financially 
treated. They asked for money for edu- 
cational purposes to improve the indus- 
trial life of the country; they had asked 
—he had done so over and over again, 
almost humiliating himself—for money 
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in order to improve their coast line and 
especially their miserable harbours; tut 
they found it almost impossible to get 
any likeral response to their demands, 
and yet they were asked to come down 
without demur and vote hundreds 
of thousands cf pounds for the purpose 
of hunting the Mullah in Somaliland. 
All he could say was that he would give 
himself the consolation—a poor one 
though it was—of protesting as strongly as 
hecould; and the Government certainly 
should not get the Vote until he told 
them all he thought about it. They 
wondered often why the Irish people 
were not as loyal as other peoples in the 
Empire to the English connection, and 
why the Army and Navy were not 
popular in Ireland. The reason would 
be found in Votes such as that they were 
now considering. How could they expect 
people who did not get the use of a gun- 
boat to protect their fisheries, to exhibit 
enthusiasm foran expedition such as this. 
The expedition was making England the 
laughing-stock of the world. If they 
wanted to break the power of the Mullah 
permanently and effectively why did not 
the Gevernment make their arrangements 
accordingly ‘ Why did they continue to 
dribble out small bodies of troops which 
were cut to pieces by the overwhelming 
numbers arrayed against them! It was 
one of the most disgraceful, most lament- 
able, and most discreditable chapters in 
the recent history of this country, that 
brave soldiers and devoted men should be 
sent on expeditions for which they were 
not in the slightest degree equipped. 
Quite recently a number of gallant officers 
were simply overwhelmed by superior 
numbers, and their lives were sacrificed to 
the blundering and bungling of the War 
Office. That was not the way to conduct 
an expedition of this kind. If the Gov- 
ernment made up their minds to crush 
the Mullah they should have come to 
Parliament and said, “This is going to 
bean expenditure of millions of money, it 
will take a considerable time, we will 
have to send a large force; will 
you allow us to do it.” Instead 
of doing that the Government were 
simply trifling with the question, and 


when a disaster occurred they simply | 


said they had not calculated the strength 

of the Mullah and they wanted a little 

more money and a few more men. Then 
Mr. William Redmond, 
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another disaster occurred, and more men 
and money were asked for. But even 
now the Government were unable 
to say whether there was any prospect 
of an end being put to those operations, 
That was not the proper way to conduct 
such a business. The Government 
should in the. first instance have issued 
a Blue-book setting forth all the circun- 
stances and stating what they intended 
to do, and they could then have asked 
Parliament to sanction the expedition. 
Instead of that the expedition} was 
entered upon without hon. Members 
being given an opportunity to vote 
Aye or No. All they were asked to do 
was, when blundering and incapacity 
was shown and when there was disaster 
and loss of life, to vote millions of 
money. 

At) the beginning fof the campaign 
the then Secretary of State for War 
said that the Mullah was mad, and 
that he would be very soon overcome 
and made to realise the enormity of 
his offence in endeavouring to defend 
his own country. Then followed news oi 
about six or seven British officers being 
slaughtered, and then it was discovered 
that the Mullah was not quite so mad as 
had been imagined, and more money was 
asked for. Now the Committee was asked 
to believe that this war had been entered 
on in order to keep faith with certain 
tribes. Was there ever a more monstrous 
proposition than that British and Irish 
taxpayers should be asked to spend 
millions of money in order that war 
might be waged against a native chief 
who had incurred the enmity of other 
native chiefs. He was rather amused 
when he heard the Secretary of State say 
that after all there was some slight pros- 
pect of those operations being successful. 
That was not a very sanguine [view nor 
one which would encourage the House 
of Commons to sanction the continuance 
of thisexpedition. He supposed that the 
right hon.Gentlemen based his assumption 
onthe statement he made {that the 
Mullah had become somewhat depressed. 
He himself did not know whether the 
Mullah was depressed or not at the 
present time; neither did he care; butit 
it was possible for the Mullah to know 
ithat the right hon. Gentleman’ was 10 
charge of the military arrangements of 
_ this country, so far from depressing him 
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the knowledge would encourage him, 
because the general consensus of opinion 
was that bad as the late Secretary of 
State had been, the present Gentleman 
from Belfast was in all probability a 
great deal worse. The first thing 
necessary for the country, if it wished to 
be successful in military expeditions, was 
to put its military affairs into the hands 
of competent and able men who knew their 
business, men who would be able to give 
an adequate statement to the House, and 
men who, above all, would be able to keep 
their tempers. He protested, asa private 
Member, against the exhibition of temper 
on the part of the Secretary of State 
when the ex-Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had the audacity not to agree with him. 
They were coming toa pretty pass when it 
was not sufficient thata prominent member 
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Treasury Bench and sit below the Gang- 
way, but that he should be expected 
never to say a word in opposition to the 
darlings of the gods, who were now on 
the Treasury Bench. As far as he was 
concerned he was in this enviable position, 
that he had never been in a Cabinet. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.) rose in his place, and claimed to 
move, That the Question be now put. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg to 
give notice that I will make the Govern- 
ment pay for this over and over again. 


Question put, ‘That the Question be 
now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 204; 
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Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 


Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 


Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 


Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A( Wore 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
<‘ochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas, Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny Colonel 

Dewar,Sir T. R.(TowerHamlets 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants., W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G H. 

Gore, Hn. 8.F.Ormsby-( Linc.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,Sir E.W(B’ryS Edm‘nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton,Margq of(L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Harris, Dr. Fredk. R. (Dulwich 
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Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Staffords., N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Kerr, John 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks., N. R.) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M’‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh.) 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir FrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray Sir Robert Gray C 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G.( Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pease, Herbt. Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Original Question again proposed, | Sub - head 


Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 
he desired to 


draw attention 
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Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, S.Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C( North’ mbTyneside 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf'd Univ. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col.A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. ( Notts.) 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H. (Yorks 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—NSir 
Alexander Acland Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 





Inland 

| Water ‘Transport Abroad, £300,000.” 
8S.) said | On referring to the original Estimate he 
to|found that it was only for £115,000. 


B, “Land and 
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Therefore, he could not understand how | Gentleman to make inquiries, and he 
it came about that a Supplementary | would find that it was not usual to 
Estimate of £300,000, which was more| propose Supplementary Estimates for 
than double the original Estimate, was now | such enormous sums without some 
being asked for. Surely they ought to| explanation. The system seemed to 
get nearer in their Estimates than that. | have grown of putting on Supplementary 
He should like to have some explanation | Votes items which must have been 
from the Secretary of State for Waras/ anticipated when the ordinary Estimates 
to why this Estimate was so large. He| were framed, and therefore they were 
remembered last year the Government | entitled to some explanation. The way 
asked for £5,000,000 for transport of troops | to get these Estimates through, and to 
and remounts, but they had not been | occupy only a reasonable time with them, 
spending the money on remounts this | was to have a little patience. 

year, and he should like an explanation | 
asto how this Estimate had grown so} 
large. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : Is the hon. Mem- 
ber now addressing himself to the whole 
Vote ? 

Mr. WILLTAM REDMOND said he did 


not know whether his hoa. friend intended | Mg, WILLIAM REDMOND said he was 
to mark his disapproval of this Estimate addressing himself to Vote 6, Item B, 
by moving a reduction, but if he did not| relating to Land and Inland Water 
he should certainly do so himself. It Transport Abroad. 

was a most inconvenient and a most 
disrespectful thing, nearly as disrespectful pe 
as moving the closure, that a man who| *THE CHAIRMAN : I would ask the 
had as good a right to speak as any| hon. Member to confine his remarks to 
member of the Government should be| that item. I am afraid be has been 
closured without a single word of ex- | Wandering a great deal beyond that. 
planation of a satisfactory character in 


regard to huge Supplementary Estimates | * Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 
like this. He held the opinion that this perhaps the pote ciated ‘ae ages 
see page pens oe ag sai he could bring his attention and the 
mi “oo ‘id not hascitegt it pec attention of the House to this particular 
gether. ] : J € ° O0.( rig . 
not possible to make proper Estimates, prostiodcany onal Be 
and have them discussed in the ordinary if raat, oats ¢ 

’ |if there was a little more patience and 


way, instead of coming down to ask for es sheen ton ete eek Gs 
a r “ ae s wi 
£2,700,000. That was not the way to ¥ 
: | way. 


conduct the affairs of the country, and | 
he doubted if the Secretary for War could | 

defend a proposition of that kind. He *Tue CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
was very much afraid that a great many | is not entitled to reflect upon the action 
of these Supplementary Estimates were | of the Committee. The closure is not 
suddenly sprung upon Parliament in the | the action of a particular Member but 
hope that they might somehow or other | the action of the Committee. 

get quietly through without raising any 
articular discussion, or bring any large 4 : 
casa of criticism to bear upon them. Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
He asked for an explanation as to why | Was not reflecting on the Chairman’s 
this enormous sum was being asked for. | discretion in accepting the closure nor 
He had been in the House for a longer | upon the action of the House, but he 
time than the Secretary of State for War, referred to the individual action of one 
who was now a member of the Cabinet, hon. Gentleman. 

but he would not take the amount of this 
Estimate to join the present Cabinet,| * fy CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
because, after all, one must draw the line | jg not entitled to do that. It is a well- 
somewhere. He asked the right hon. | known Rule of the House, which has been 
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laid down over and over again, that when 
once the House has decided upon the 
closure no Member is entitled to go back 
and reflect upon the action of the House 
or upon the Member who has moved the 
closure. [An Hon. Memper: We will 
fight it every time it comes up.] 


Motion made. and Question proposed, 
‘“That Item, Vote 6, Sub-head B (Land 
and Inland Water Transport Abroad), be 
reduced by £100,000.” —(Mr. William 
Redmond.) 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
that a very large porton of this Estimate 
came under the same explanation that 
he had given before, for it had to do with 
the charges for the conveyance of 
building material inSouth Africa, which, 
owing toa mistake, had been omitted from 
the original Estimate. About half of the 
items for land transport abroad was for 
the conveyance of building materials, and 
the other was mainly due to the large 
quantity of stores that had to be moved 
about. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said there. 
had already been a little omission of 
£200,000 in the original Estimate, 
and here was another little item 
of £300.000 which had also been 
overlooked. This was another item 
which their officers in South Africa had 
forgotten and which could not be in- 
cluded in the original Estimates, because 
the War Office did not find it out. It 
was almost futile to discuss an Estimate 
of this kind. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.) wanted to know at what rate these 
materials had been conveyed. The amount 
charged was very large indeed. It was 
brought out during the war that the rate 
was one-third of a penny per mile and it 
was subsequently reduced to one-fourth of 
a penny per mile. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


The Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


{COMMONS} 





Estimates, 1903-4. 
EVENING SITTING. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 
1903-4. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a Supplementary sum, not ex- 
ceeding £2,700,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1904, for Additional Expenditure in 
respect of the following Army Services, 
viz :— 

Vote 1, Pay, &c., of the Army £2,000,000 
Vote 6, Transport and Re- 

mounts s ° . £2,100,000 
Vote 7, Provisions, Forage, 

and other Supplies . £2,030,000 

Total . £6,130,000 
Excess Appropriations-in- Aid 

(Votes 1, 6, 7,9, and 10), £3,430,000 

£2,700,000 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he 
understood an Amendment had_ been 
moved to reduce the Vote by £100,000. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN said an Amendment 
always dropped when progress was 
reported. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said in 
that case he should move the reduction 
of the Vote by £10,000 in respect of the 
item for Land and Inland Water Trans- 
port Abroad. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item, Vote 6, Sub-head B (Land 
and Inland Water Transport Abroad), be 


reduced by £10,000."—(Mr. Charles 
Hobhouse.) 
MR. BROMLEY DAVENPORT 


stated that he had already said every 
thing he could say in regard to this 
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Vote. 
why it was 


mentary Estimate. 
Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 


Barry, K. (Cork, S ) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 


Brigg. John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Caldwi e James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
— Shien Joseph 
Crean, Kugene 

Crombie, John William 


Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilke nny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt Hon Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 





Doogan, Pp. c. 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R C. Munro (Leith 
Fitz ice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flvan, James Christopher 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
\nson, Sir William Reynell 
\rnold-Forster, Rt.Hn. HughO 
\tkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearrs Lord 

Balfour, Ke ‘nneth ae (¢ hristch 
Bartley. Sir George C. 

Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Mic A. Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

sigwood, James 

Brod Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

But John George 

Cayzer, Sir Chi irles William 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A( Wore 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Hn. Edward Algernon 
. Henry William 
(rardner, Ernest 

Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 


Fitzroy, 
Forster 


rorst, 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, 


Ariny (Supplementary) 


He had endeavoured to explain } 
necessary 
Government to bring forward a Supple- | 


N.) said he was 
emboldened by the result of the last 
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for the) 


Noes, 88. 
AYES, 


J ones, William (Carnaryonshire 

Joyce, Michael 

Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Layland- Barratt, Francis 

Leese, Sir Jos F. (Accrington) 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lund fon, W. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M*Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 

Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth 

G Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny 

O Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 

O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 

QO’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

( Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O Dow 3 — 

tht as. (Roscon 
Mara, ; umes 

O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Robert William 


South) 


N.) 


mnon, 


Perks, 
NOES. 
Edward Alfred 
Fredk. R. (Dulwich 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Statfords., N.W. 
Hickman, Alfred 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kennaway, Rt. 
Kerr, John 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks., N. R.) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 


Goulding, 
Harris, Dr. 


su 


John H 


Hn. Sir 


Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Col. Francis ( Lowestoft) 
Macdona, John Cumming 


M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Milvain, Thomas 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Percy, Earl 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


division 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 


and from a 
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Question put. 


743 


22.) 


Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eition) 
Roche, halen 

( ers s Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Sheehan, Daniel Danic! 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 

Sullivan, “ig 

Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Fhomas, D. pote | (Merthyr) 


Rose, 


Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 

Wason, Jn. Catheart (Orkney) 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 

Yoxall, James Henry 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Charles Hobhouse and Mr. 


Whitley. 


Pym, C. Guy 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


Richards, Henry Charle 

topner, Colonel Sir oh vert 
{utherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Scott, (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, H.C( North’ mbTyneside 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 


Sir S. 


Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 


Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 

Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

Wylie, Alexander 

TELLERS FOR THE NoEs--Sir 
Alexander Acland Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


sense of duty to 


continue the examination of the Estimates 


2N 


now before the Committee. 
that on every possible occasion 


He hoped 
hon. 
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Members would by their votes mark 
their protest against the recklessness and 
improvidence of the expenditure indicated 
by the present Estimates. He re- 
membered when a Supplementary Esti- 
mate was a most unusual thing, but now 
almost every item of the original 
Estimates was exceeded. Why was such 
a large sum as £60,000 required for Sea 
Transport in time of peace? What was 
the charter price of the vessels, what was 
the number of men, and what was the 
quantity of material conveyed? The 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
had admitted that he could not explain 
these things because he was new to the 
office he held. Child as the hon. Gentle- 
man was in these matters, he hoped he 
would be able to give the Committee a 
satisfactory’ explanation why such a 
large sum was required in addition 
to the original Estimate. These excess 
charges were occurring in almost every 
branch of the service, and when 
Supplementary Estimates were presented 
the Government carried them by an 
automatic majority of Members who 
flocked in from the smoking room when 
the divisions were called. He moved to 
reduce the Vote by £10,000. 


Motion made, aad Question proposed, 
“That Item, Vote 6, Sub-head C (Sea 
Transport), be reduced by £10,000.”— 
(Vr. Flynn.) 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, E. 
Toxteth) suid he could not agree with 
the hon. Member that £60,000 was a 
large amount for Sea Transport, having 
regard to the conditions of sea transport. 
He could understand that this amount 
might be justified. At the same time he 
was willing to admit that sea transport 
was a subject that lent itself to an in- 
finite variety of treatment. It would 
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have been very much better if the item 
had been more accurately described, and 
if the countries from which the transport 
was carried out had been specified on the 
Estimate. He asked the Financial Secre- 
tary to state from what portion of the 
British Empire the sea transport took 
place, because, unless the Committee got 
some particular information, it was 
evident that they might occupy the 
whole evening discussing the places from 
which sea transport might take place. 
Between what ports did the steamers 
sail, and at what prices were they char- 
tered. Heshould like tolay considerable 
emphasis on that point. He wished 
especially to know at what rates the vessels 
were chartered seeing that the freight 
market was in a more or less depressed 
condition at the present moment. If no 
satisfactory information on these points 
was forthcoming, the words “Sea Trans- 
port” lent themselves to great prolixity. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
he was very glad to be able to satisfy his 
hon. friend. All the sea transport was 
from South Africa. The Supplementary 
Estimate became necessary because, as he 
had already explained, the moving home 
of a number of troops had been deferred 
to a later period than was originally 
intended. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR: Can my hon. 


friend give the rate per net or gross 
registered tonnage ? 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Iam 


sorry I cannot. 
Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 8: 
Noes, 114. (Division List No. 23.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) Crean, Eugene 
A > 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 








Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Sell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 


Mr, Flynn. 


Crombie, John William 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshir 
Joyce, Michael 

Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 
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Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Lundon, W. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Mich. Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A( Wore 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. FLYNN said that they had got no 
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O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’ Mara, James 

Perks, Robert William 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.CR( Northants) 


NOES. 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’nd’nderry 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Harris, Dr. Fredk. R. (Dulwich 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Staffords.,-N.W. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hunt, Rowland 

Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir JohnH. 
Kerr, John 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks., N.R.) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Milvain, Thomas 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Pease, Herbt. Pike (Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sic Francis Sharp 


*THE 


CHAIRMAN: Order, 
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Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES—Mr. 
Flynn and Mr. Charles Hob- 


house. 


‘Pretyman, Ernest George 


Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Xopner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, H.C( North’ mbTyneside 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir WilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und.Lyne 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Sir 


Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Feliowes. 


order ! 


This is a Vote for the China Expedi- 


account whatever from the Secretary for 


War as to whether this Vote included 


tionary Force alone. a 


Mr. FLYNN saidghe intended to give 


the cost of the expedition to Tibet. ,: a geographical account of Tibet, but, of 
2N 2 
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course, he would not go on that line of 
route if it was irrelevant. What he 
wanted to know was the reason for the 
enormous discrepancy between the original 
Estimate and the present one. The 
Committee was entitled to a full and 
satisfactory explanation from the Secre- 
tary of State for War or from the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office. He begged 
to move the reduction of the Vote 
by £10,000. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item, Vote 6, Sub-head E 
(China Expeditionary Force, Transport 
and Remounts), be reduced by £10,000.” 
—(Mr. Flynn.) 


Mr. O'MARA said that, in seconding 
the Motion, he wished to express 
his amazement at the carelessness 
with which this Estimate had been 
drawn up. Instead of the Estimates 
being introduced in a proper and business- 
like wav, they were asked to vote in a 
hurried wav, with the closure applied, 
hese large sums. That was reducing 
the control of the House of Commons 
over expenditure to a farce. Under 
Appropriation in aid, under the same 
“ub-head, there was an item, ** Proceeds 
of sale of horses, and other cast animals, 
£1,000.000." Had these accounts come 
in vet? The War (Office must really 
know how much the rubbish of this 
Expedition had realised. Had it realised 
exactly £1,000,000 2 


*THe CHAIRMAN said that the Appro- 
priation in aid did not arise on this 
item. It had nothing to do with the 
China Expeditionary Force. ‘The deduc- 
tion referred to by the hon. Member did 
not come under Sub-head E, but Sub- 
head G, of the Appropriation Vote. The 
misprint of E for G was obvious. 


Mr. O’MARA said that the Committee 
were not responsible for the printing of 
the Estimates. It was a monstrous way 
to put the business of the country before 
the House, because it led to great mis- 
understanding. The consideration of 
these Estimates ought to be postponed to 
allow the War Office to put a proper 
Paper before hon. Members. A Depart- 
ment which had the spending of 


Mr. Flynn. 


{COMMONS} 
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£30,000,000, or £40,000,000 surely ought 
to have a clerk to read the proois of the 
Papers before they were submitted to the 
House. It was scandalous the way in 
which information was given to the Com- 
mittee, and the manner in which these 
different items were mixed up was 
another proof of the utter inefficiency of 
the War Office. 


Mr. JosepH Devin (Kilkenny, N.) 
moved, “That the Chairman do report 
Progress, and ask leave to sit again;” 
but the CuarrMaN, being of opinion that 
the Motion was an abuse of the Rules of 
the House, declined to propose the Ques- 
tion thereupon to the Committee. 


Question again proposed, ‘That Item, 
Vote 6, Sub-head E (China Expeditionary 
Force, Transport and Remounts), be re- 
duced by £10,000.” 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) asked if 
it was opento move the Adjournment in 
order to give hon. Members an opportunity 
to see a correct Paper? 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: It is also open to 
the Chair to refuse to accept such a 
Motion. 


Mr. O’MARA asked, on 
order, how they could continue 
debate on an incorrect Paper. 


point of 


the 


*THe CHAIRMAN said that the mistake 
did not signify, and the hon. Member 
was not misled. He would not be entitled 
to referto the Appropriation in aid when 
the China Expeditionary Force was 
under discussion. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN said that 
the Supplementary Estimate was double 
the original, that evidently the 
latter was absolutely misleading. Who 
made out the Estimates? Was it 
the Minister in charge of the Depart- 
ment, or was it some official? They 
noticed that as one Minister went out a 
new Minister came in, and, if all report 
were true, there was seemingly no diffi- 
culty at all about that in view of the 
number of applications to fill the position. 
What he would like to know was, how 
and where this money was spent? Were 
the troops employed in China all British: 


So 
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were they white troops, for after all the 
leclarel and avowed policy of the 
Government was Inmperialistic? They 
declared chat they were the pillars of the 
Empire; that they held up the Empire ; 
and that they hoped to bring the Colonie. 
together. In bringing troops to China, 
did they bring all British troops ? 





*Tus CHAIRMAN said that that had | 
nothing whatever to do with the Vote; | 
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China; perhaps he was wrong in doing 
that, and he might be right if he would 
take up the next question—-that of re- 
mounts. Where were these remounts 
bought, and what was the price paid 
for them ? 


Mr. Secretary ARNOLD-ForsTER rose 
in his place, and claimed to move, “ That 
the Question be now put,” 





ian 
and he invited the hon. Gentleman to | 
give his attention to the question under | 


discussion. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN said he was 
discussing the transport of troops to | Noes, 98. 


\gnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
\nson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Chrstch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Nir George C. T. 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Mich. Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Biewood, Jame Ss 

slundell, Colonel Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A( Wore 
Chive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby John K. D. Wingtield- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Finch, Rt Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Groves, James Grimble 


| now put.” 


AYES. 


Hamilton,Marq of( L’nd’nderry 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Harris, Dr. Fredk. R. (Dulwich 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hunt, Rowland 

Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir John H 
Kerr, John 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks., N. R.j 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Rt Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A.W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire ) 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriesshr 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir FrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Pease, Herbt.,Pike (Darlington 


Question put, “That the Question be 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 137; 
(Division List No. 24.) 


Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpoo 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stoptori 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexand: 
Sharpe. William Edward T. 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, H.C( North’ mbTyneside 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir WilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
__ Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 
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Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
‘aldwell, James 

‘ampbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
‘ampbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 

‘rean, Eugene 

‘rombie, John William 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hayden, John Patrick 


~ 


a. id ah a 


Question put accordingly. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell, Bannerman, Sir H. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
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Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. ( Bristol, E 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lundon, W. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 

O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 
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Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Rose, Chares Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, EF.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, Jn. Catheart (Orkney) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES - Cap- 


tain Donelan and Mr. Pat- 
rick O’ Brien. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 104; 
Noes, 150. (Division List No. 25.) 


AYES. 


Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones,William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lundon, W. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M*‘Kean, John 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 





Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W. 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. 
O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Perks, Robert William 


Pirie, Duncan V. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

teckett, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 


| Rose, Charles Day 
| Runciman, Walter 


Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 








dl) 
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Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R( Northants | 
Stevenson, Francis S. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. | 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. } 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) | 
Tomkinson, James | 


\gnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O. 
\tkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. B. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Mich. Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

3igwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

3utcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A( Wore 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gore, Hn. S. F.Ormsby-(Lince. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Groves, James Grimble 


Original Question again proposed. 


this item of £700,000 
purchase of remounts. 


papers a paragraph from Reuter’s corres- 
pondent stating that in Somaliland camels 


included the | 
He noticed in the 


Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


NOES, 


Hamilton,Marq of(L’nd’nderry 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Harris, Dr. Fredk. R. (Dulwich 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir John H 
Kerr, John 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. P. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks, N.R.) 
Lee, A H. (Hants. Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Col.Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol 8S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. ) 
Milner, Rt Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Pease, Herbt. Pike (Darlington 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
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Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES —Cap- 
tain Donelan and Mr. Pat- 
rick O’ Brien. 


Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Yemnant, James Farquharson 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C( North’ mbTyneside 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Ed. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H.( Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major, W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—NSir 
Alexander Acland Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


| had been purchased at elastic prices. He 


| thought they were entitled to have some 
Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said that explanation as to how this vast sum of 








£700,000 had been spent upon transport 
and remounts. 
this expedition the question of transport 
had been from first to last the crux of the 


Everybody knew that in 
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situation. It had been exceedingly 
difficult to move troops from post to post 
but he did not think there was any 
excuse for such a wastage of animals as 
was represented by this large sum. 
He wished to know what number of 
transport animals was included in this 
£700,000. During the late Boer war they 
were constantly told that it was im- 
possible to give the price at which the 
transport animals were bought, but in 
the end they were presented with a bill 
of £15,500,000. With regard to this 
expedition over £1,000,000 had been 
spent in transport already, and they 
ought to have some details of this ex- 
penditure. Who was responsible for this 
expenditure? Were the remounts being 
bought by the Indian or the British 
Remount and Transport Department, and 
upon what system were they bought ? 
Were they Lought through the medium 
of large contractors or haphazard on the 
spot by advertisement? He wished to 
know whether economical methods had 
been adopted and he wanted some general 
information. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) said the sum _ under this 
head was a very large one, although 
nobody could be surprised that the 
cost of transport in this campaign was 
very large. This was not merely a 
question of what they had spent upon 
transport, but as to what they were going 
to spend, and the expenditure of the 
future was certain to be very large. 
The item as it was now presented 
to them, was about three times the 
estimated cost of the whole campaign, 
and it would continue to be one of their 
largest items of expenditure. The Secre- 
tary of State for War had said he 
had some expectation of a favourable 
result, but he could not prophesy as to 
what the course of events would be, and 
they were. therefore, pursuing what 
might be an interminable expenditure, 
and this would have a very bad effect 
upon public opinion. He was satisfied 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Croydon had represented that 
night the common sense of the country 
upon the Somaliland campaign. He also 
believed that the right hon. Gentleman 
in the views he had expressed represented 
Mle. Charles Tobhouse. 
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the views of the majority of the House 
of Commons end he felt certain that he re- 
presented the views of the great majority 
of people outside the House. This expedi- 
tion was regarded as a purposeless cam- 
paign which offered no hope of termina- 
tion within a reasonable period, and it 
was being waged with very little hope 
of a satisfactory result. 


*Tur CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
has no right to go into the policy of the 
cumpaign except so far as it refers to 
transport and remounts. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON said he 
merely referred to the size of this item 
for remounts as an example of the need 
that there was for some far more specific 
statement of policy than they had yet 
received from the War Office, to justify 
what was a very unsatisfactory cam- 
paign,. 


Me. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
it was quite true that the Supple- 
mentary [stimates were three times the 
size of the original [stimates, but it 
should not be forgotten that the original 
istimate was based on the assumption 
that the campaign would have come to 
an end much earlier. Hon. Members 
cpposite would admit that the whole 
House had by a majority approved of 
the campaign, and the only question 
now before them was whether they would 
vote the necessary supplies. He did not 
feel so much concerned about the argu- 
ments as to the policy, but what «id 
concern him was the fact that they were 
at war and the troops must be properly 
supplied. well fed, well armed, and 
well equipped. The House having 
approved of the policy, it was now 
asked to vote the necessary supplies. 
He had been asked how the sum of 
£700,000 required for transport and re- 
mounts was distributed. In respect of 
£400,000 it represented the transport of 
troops, animals, and stores from India to 
the seat of war, and the balance of 
£300,000 represented, for the most part, 
the purchase of transport animals, both 
locally and by the Indian Government. 
He believed the number of animals— 
camels, horses, and mules—was about 
19,000. They had cost, therefore, an 


. average of about £16 each. He did not 
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know that unnecessarily high prices had 
been paid. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he 
did not think the hon. Member could 
expect them to be quite satisfiel with 
that explanation. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: We are 
not satisfied at all. 

Me. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he 
agreed with the hon. Member that if they 
were going on with this campaign it would 
be most loolish extravagance not to pro- 
vide the Army with proper equipment. 
What the hon. Member did not tell them 
was upon what system this large amount 
of tran-port had been bought. From their 
experience in the last war in South Africa, 
they knew that it mude all the difference 
in the world a; to how they bought the 
uimals. They had most startling dis- 
closures during the Boer war as to the 
purchase of remounts, and what guarantee 
had they that something of the same sort 
had not been perpetrated in this case. 
He understood that in India a complete 
-ystem of information had been organised, 
and that the Government bought through 
large contractors, rejecting animals which 
Were not up to the proper standard. Had 
that method been adopted, or had we 
gone on under the old system of buying 
leisurely through dealers, which obtained 
under the British Remount Department 
in connection with the War Office? 
Those were points upon which the 
Financial Secretary to the ‘Treasury had 
said nothing, and, while he was very 
unwilling to move a reduction, to put 
himself on the safe side, he would move 
that the Vote be reduced by £100 in order 
to get an effective answer from the 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item, Vote 6, Sub-head F 
(Somaliland Expeditionary Force, Trans- 
port and Remounts), be reduced by £100.” 
—(Mr. Charles H obhouse.) 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
it the hon. Gentleman was satisfied with 
the Indian system he might withdraw 
his Motion. The campaign was being 
managed and conducted under the 
Indian Government out of funds pro- 


vided by the War_Department.. He was 
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not himself responsible for the conduct 
of the campaign. The animals were 
being purchased by the Indian Govern- 
ment, and presumably under the systeni 
which the hon. Member approved. 


Me. FLYNN complained that the 
estimate was originally only £100,00.. 
Who outside Bedlam would have 
expected to see the Estimate swollen 
from £100,000 to £800,000, He remem- 
bered reading some of the detailed 
accounts of the expedition against tlic 
Mad Mullah—he was rather inclined to 
think the word *‘ Mad” should be trans- 
ferred from the the Mullah to the War 
Office. He could not forget having read 
that we were so unprepared for the 
expedition on which we had entere: 
that the wily dervishes took the oppor- 
tunity to sell us their camels at enhanced 
prices. Clearly the Indian Government 
had failed to take the proper precautions 
to secure a supply of transport animals. 
There was too much elasticity in this 
Estimate—indeed, to describe as elastic 
an increase of eight times the original 
istimate was to abuse the word; it was 
something more than elastic. 


Mere. WILLIAM REDMOND  com- 
plained that although they had been tol: 
that the campaign was being conducted by 
the Indian Government, yet they had noi 
had a single. solitary word from the Secre- 
tary for India to show that he took the 
slightest interest in the matter. He could 
not admit that the House of Commons 
had accepted the responsibility for this 
war. At every stage in connection with 
the proceedings most vigorous and 
emphitic protests had been entered 
against the operations by Members of 
the House. Even the majority could not 
be said to have authorised the expendi- 
ture. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order ! The 
hon. Gentleman is now travelling a long 
way from the Vote before the Committee. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said _ he 
recognised that the right hon. Gentleman 
Was anxious to conduct the proceedings 
in the fairest possible way, but he sub- 
mitted that he was only making a 
legitimate reply to a statement from the 
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Government Benches as to the responsi- 
bility of the House of Commons. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: That was the reason 
why I did not interrupt the hon. Member 
before. I now invite him to give his at- 
tention to the item before the Committee. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I am 
very much obliged for your kindly invita- 
tion. 1 am most anxious to pay the 
closest attention in my power to the Vote. 
The hon. Member then went on to state 
that his objection to the item was that 
the House sanctioned the expedition on 
the understanding that £100,000 would 
be sufficient for transport, yet now the 
heads of the War Office came down and 
said, ‘‘ We have made a little mistake ; 
we ought to have asked for £800,000 for 
transports in this wretched, miserable 
war in Somaliland.” Would _ hon. 
Members have so cheerfully voted money 
for the war had they known that the ex- 
penditure on that would have been so 
enormously increased ? This one item was 
an illustration of the whole policy of the 
Government in the matter. Nobody knew 
where we were being led to. Was it 
unreasonable for hon. Members repre- 
senting Ireland to ask for a plain and clear 
indication as to what was in the minds of 
the authorities with regard to this pro- 
tracted campaign ? Were they to anticipate 
any further increases of expenditure ? 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: [I am afraid the hon. 
Member has forgotten my invitation. I 
must renew my invitation to him to 
confine himself strictly to the item now 
before the Committee. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I certainly 
had not forgotten you, Sir, and I hope I 
never shall. 


Mr. ArNoLp-Forsrer rose in his place 
andclaimedto move, That the Question 
be now put. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. 
Member is about to bring his observations 
to a close, therefore for the present I will 
not accept the Motion. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: You are 
perfectly correct, Sir. It is a good thing 
Mr. MWilliam Redmond. 
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for the good order and good temper of the 
debate that you are in the chair instead 
of a gentleman so impatient that he will 
not allow anybody to criticise, even for 
five minutes, the Department for which he 
is reponsible. In conclusion, the hon. 
Member asked if the ratepayers were ever 
to get rid of the nightmare of that miser- 


‘able, inglorious, and futile expedition ? 


Was it in accordance with ancient usage 
that such Supplementary Estimates should 
be put down without any explanation at 
all? Heclaimed that they ought to protest 
by dividing against that system of enor- 
mously increased Supplementary Esti- 
mates and also against a war, commenced 
by the Foreign Office, muddled by the 
War Office but managed by the India 
Office, the representative of which had not 
deigned to say a word in regard to it. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) asked if the Government had 
taken every possible step to secure the 
utmost economy in this matter. In the 
Report of the Royal Commission on the 
South African War was the evidence ot 
several witnesses who recommended the 
appointment of financial advisers to be 
attached to future expeditions in order to 
advise the General Commanding and to 
have an oversight over questions of 
contracting and accountancy. Had that 
course been followed in the present 
instance ? 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) inquired 
if the sum now asked for covered any 
estimated expenditure beyond the 3lst 
March ¢ 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER replied that 
the purchases were made in this case In 
Aden and India, and there was conse- 
quently no necessity to attach a financial 
adviser to the staff of the commander of 
the expedition. In reply to the hon. 
Member for Islington, of course only ex- 
penditure to the 3lst March was covered 
by the Estimate. 


Mr. FLYNN said his information was 
that the bulk of the camels were pu rchased 
at the seat of war. 
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Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) egergnnd 
of the unsatisfactory character of fe 


Government explanations. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 

Beaumont, Wentworth, C. B. 

Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, 
Bryce, Rt. 


Henry 
Hon. James 
juchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilke nny, N.) 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Ellis, John Edward ( Notts.) 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 


Fuller, J. M. F. 


Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 


Harmsworth, R. (Leicester) 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hen. Eden 
4nson, Sir William Reynell 
Amold-Forster, Rt.Hn. HughO 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 

Beach, Rt.Hn. Sir Mich. Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Noes, 169; 


AYES. 


Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 

O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’ Malle y, William 

O'Mara, James 

O'’Shz onaiond ssy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Perks, Robert William 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 


NOES. 


Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F.( Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Wore. 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Sav le 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles ; | 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided : Ayes, 120; 
(Division List No. 26) 


Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R(N 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 


‘orthants 


Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E 


Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,Sir J.T(Hudd’rsf’d 
Young, Samuel 


Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Charles Hobhouse and Sir 


Joseph Leese. 


Davenport, W. Bromley - 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt.Hon.Sir William Hart 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 

Fyler, John Arthur 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gore,HnG.R.C. Ormsby -(Salop 
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Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’donderry 
Harris,F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Harris, Dr. Fredk. R. ( Dulwich) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath. Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heath,James (Statffords.,N.W.) 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. ) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Patersen 
Howard,John( KentFaversham 
Hozier,Hon.James Henry Cecil 
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Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Live rpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
Milner,Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, DavidJ.{ Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHn.A.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlington 
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Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford. 
Sadle or, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. ) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C( North’mb. Tyneside 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord ( Lancs.) 
Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M 
Tuff, Charles 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, oe Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hon.SirW illiamH. 
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Hunt. Rowland 

Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway.Rt.Hon.Sir John H. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. 
Kerr, John 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence.Sir Jose ‘ph(Monm’th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks.N.R 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareham 
Lees s, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legee, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry Rollit, Sir 
Leng,Col.Charles W.(Evesham) Ropner, 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter( Bristol,S. ) 


Percy, Earl 


Plummer, 


Pym, C. 
Rasch, 
Ratcliff, R. F. 


Guy 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. BUCHANAN 


various explanations had been given with 


remarked that 
regard to the item of £900,000 for Imperial 
railways, the latest, and probably the best 
being that 


considered and most accurate, 


these railways in the Transvaal and the 


Orange River Colony were taken and 
worked by the military authorities during 
the war, that they were worked by them 
on their own account to 3lst March, 1902, 


30th 


that so far as working ex- 


and on the colonial account until 


June, 1902; 
penses during that period were concerned, 
there was nothing included in the Vote ; 
and that during their occupation the 
military spent large sums of money in 
improving the lines and purchasing rolling- 


stock. All this expenditure took place 


Pemberton, John S. G. 


Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Prety es Ernest George 
Pryce -Jones, Lt. 


Sir Frederic Carne 


Reid, James (Greenock) 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Albert Kaye Sir 
Colonel Sir Robert 


Autherford, W. W. 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, £.R.) 
Wilson-Todd.Sir W.H.(Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. FE. ) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. Georg 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


Col. 


2. (Bath 
B. Stuart- 


Edward 


TELLERS FOR THE NoOES— 
Alexander = Acland- 
Hood and Mr. Ailwyn 


(Liverpool!) Fellowes 


before 31st March, because anything after 
that date would have been debited to the 
colonial Government. Apparently the 
House of Commons was never informed ot 
he matter, as no entry of the expenditture 
appeared on the Estimates, unless, as had 
been suggested, it was included in the 
item of £350,000 for stores supplied from 
stock. If that suggestion was correct, he 
did not think it was a fair or frank method 
of beinging so important a matter before 
the House. 


money was carried to, and kept for two 


it further appeared that this 


years in, a Suspense Account. That was 4 
somewhat unusual course, and he desired 
to know whether it had the sanction of the 
Treasury ; if so, whether there was no 
limit as to the amount for, and the time 
which, such a suspense account could be 


carried on. As to the counter-claim, the 
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Committee was entitled to know on what 
basis it was made up, and on what founda- 
tion the expectation that the bulk of the 
monev would be refunded by the Trans- 
yaal was raised. Further, was the 
£1,000,000 expected from the Transvaal, | 
the £1,000,000 the 


African Loan Act of last year, or was it 


due under South 
the sum expected to be paid in respect of 
the expenditure on the lines during their 
occupation by the military authorities ? 
In order to elicit a reply on these points he 
moved to reduce the Vote by £5,000, 
Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That Item, Vote 6, Sub-head BB (South 
\friea, Expenditure in connection with 
| 


Imperial Military Railways), be reduced 


—(Mr. Buchanan.) 





by £5,000,” 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


*Sir EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter) asked 


from what this £900,000 was 


source 
obtained, It appeared to be admitted 
that in or before 1902, a sum of either 
£900,000 or £1,230,000 had been paid on 
account of the railways in South Africa. 
No Vote had been taken in the House to 
justify the expenditure, and no mention 
f the payment appeared in the Finance | 
Accounts of 1902 or 1903. It came asa 
great shock to him to learn that so large a 
sum as £900,000 could be paid without any 
thority from Parliament, and without | 
iny mention in the financial accounts of | 
the year that such a payment had been 
made. Was this payment included in the 
Exchequerissues for Army Services in 1902 
or 1903 4 If it was, he did not understand 
the necessity for a Supplementary Esti- 
mate now. If it was not so included, the 
iatural conclusion was that money voted 
ior totally different purposes had been 


diverted to this, and unless some explana- 





tion could be given, their confidence in the 
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whole system of accounts must be con- 


certainly ap- 


siderably shaken. There 
peared to have been a breach of the rules 


of sound financial administration. 


JOSEPH LEESE 


Accrington) understood that this sum of 


Sir (Laneashire. 
£909,000 had been spent by the Imperial 
Government on the railways, and that 
there was an obligation on the part of 
somebody to repay the money, but that it 
was not repaid because something in the 
nature of a counter-claim had been set up. 
That being so, he desired to ask -vhat 
were the particulars of the «ou iter-claim 
was it simply a case of unliquidated 
damages? Who were the parties to the 
issue, and by what tribunal was the case 
to be tried ? 

*Tae CHANCELLOR roe HX 


CHEQUER (Mr. Ausren CHAMBERLAIN, 


OF 


Worcestershire, E.) said the last point 
had already been answered. “No.” ] 
He did not know whether the hon. 


Member for Accrington attached value to 
the legal phraseology in which he couched 


his inquiries, 


Sir JOSEPH LEESE said that what he 


wanted to know was who made the 


counter-claim, and what were its details ? 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN ex: 
plained that there was a claim for a sum 
of money now on the Votes, a claim which, 
after this Vote was passed, remained un- 
affected, on the part of the Governmen} 
of this country against the Government 
of the Colony. 


claim by the Government of the Colony, 


There was a counter- 


which was not admitted by His Majesty’s 
Government, for wear and tear and dam- 


age to the railways while in the possession 
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or occupation of the military authorities. 
His object in rising, however, was not to 
repeat an explanation he had already 
given, but to reply to the inquiries of the 
hon. Member for East Perthshire and his 
hon. friend the Member for Exeter. His 
hon. friend had asked about the £900,000 
expended in improvements to the railways 
in the colonies and he wished to know 
from what source that money was ob- 
tained. The history of the transaction 
was this : the military authorities reported 
that certain additions to railway com- 
munications were required for military 
operations for the war which was then 
being conducted. They also required 
additional rolling stock to successfully 
conclude the war. The Civil Government 
agreed that these additions would be of 
value to the Colony when they took over 
the railways on the re-establishment of 
peace. They agreed to pay for them, and 
did not dispute their liability to pay on 
that 
the War Office applied to the Chancellor 


account. In these circumstances, 
of the Exchequer of the day to know 
whether they might sanction an advance 
from military funds for these purposes, 
and the Treasury gave their approval. 


This sum was provided for in the Exche- 


quer issues of 1901-2 and 1902-3. Thus, 
on the 3lst of March, certain lia- 
bilities remained outstanding, being | 


represented by the outstanding imprests 
for which accounts were not rendered. His 
hon. friend had asked whether this con- 
tinued for an unlimited time without com- 
ing to the knowledge of the Department, 
and whether this sum was included in the 
This sum was pro- 
The 
House of Commons voted a certain sum 


Exchequer issues. 
vided out of the Exchequer issues. 


of money and the Exchequer issues were 

within the limits of the sum voted by the 

House on the demand of the spending 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 





| 
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Department. As this expenditure took 
place all over the world, it was impossible 
to know what would be the actual claim 
on the 3lst March, and it inevitably 
that é 
mained unexpended on the 31st of March. 


happened some balances _re- 
He would assume, for example, that the 
House granted £10,000 for a particular 
purpose. The spending Department would 
draw upon the Exchequer for £10,000, but 
when the accounts were closed and audited 
he would assume that they had not spent 
the £10,000 but £100 short of that amount. 
What then would be the procedure ? That 
£100 which they had received and which 
was an Exchequer issue, but for which 
they could produce no voucher in that 
year, would be deducted from the grant 
which Parliament made to them in the 


subsequent year. They would be con- 


| sidered as having that amount in hand, 


Vote which Parliament made 


would be paid to them in an Exchequer 


and the 


issue less by the amount remaining un- 
accounted for at the close of the previous 
year. Thismoney which had been referred 
to was included in the Exchequer issues of 
1901-2 and 1902-3. His hon. friend had 
inquired how long this had gone on with- 
out coming to the knowledge of the De- 
partment. The accounts of any financial! 
year, which ended on 31st March, were 
30th 
As soon as possible after that date the 


finally closed on September. 


Comptroller and Auditor-General was 
furnished with a statement of the balance 


That 


statement appeared on the Appropriation 


outstanding on these accounts. 


Accounts rendered to Parliament, and the 
Committee would find the whole of the 
sum included in the Appropriation Ac- 
counts, which would be in the hands of 
Members in a very few days, together with 
the remarks of the Comptroller and Audi- 
tor-General upon them. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN asked if the right 
hon. Gentleman meant that this sum was 
included in the Appropriation Accounts 


of 1901-2 or 1902-3. 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
it was alluded to in the Auditor-General’s 
Report for 1901-2, and the whole matter 
in its final and definite form would appear 
in the Comptroller and Auditor-General’s 
Report on the Appropriation Accounts of 
1902-3. A complaint had been made 
that the Auditor and Comptroller-General 
had not called attention to this matter, 
but he was aware of what was going on 
as would be seen from the correspondence 
which he carried on with the War Office 
The hon. 
Member himself was a member of the 
Public 
years, and he knew that the Comptroller 


and the Treasury at that time. 


Accounts Committee for many 
and Auditor-General was the officer of 
this House and not of the Treasury or 
of any Department of the Government ; 
in fact he was independent of them, and 
it was not for them to suggest what action 
he should take. 
whether he had made this matter clear to 


He was not quite sure 


the House, but his hon. friend would 
understand that the money was included 
in the Exchequer issues ; it appeared as 
an outstanding balance and could not 
run beyond the 30th of September without 
being disclosed by the War Office, and 
reported to the House by the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General. He 


would have been better if the Treasury 


thought it 


had insisted that a Supplementary Esti- 
mate should have been taken for this sum 
at an earlier time. He was loth to criti- 
cise even in a friendly spirit anything 
that had been done by the Treasury 
when he was not responsible, but as a 


guide for the future he thought the 


TARY 1904} 
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Treasury ought to take the earliest oppor- 
tunity of placing sums of this kind before 
the House in the form of Estimates, re- 
serving to themselves the full right of 
claiming repayment from those from 
whom repayment was due. The voting 
of this money would close the War Office 
account, but it would not give any relief 
to the person upon whom they had a 
claim ; their claim remained in force, and 
they would do their best to secure its pay- 
He had told the 
House the history of this very compli- 
cated matter, and he did not think the 
Treasury ought to allow a sum of this 
kind to be carried beyond the very first 


ment in due time. 


opportunity they had of bringing it to 
the notice of the House. 


Str JOSEPH LEESE asked what 
tribunal was it proposed should decide 
as to the value of the claim and counter- 
claim. 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
there was no tribunal required to settle 
a dispute between the colonial Govern- 
ment and the home Government. 


Str JOSEPH LEESE asked who was to 
decide on the counter-claim. 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
this was a matter of arrangement be- 
tween the colonial authorities and the 
Government. He deprecated any sug- 
gestion that a question of account or 
claim and counter-claim between a colony 
and ourselves should be treated as a 
matter to be referred to some outside 
tribunal. He hoped that they might 
arrange these matters amicably by nego- 


tiations between the authorities at home 
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and in the colony, without the necessity 


of introducing any third party. 


*Smr M. HICKS BEACH (Bristol, W.) 
said that, as the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer who was responsible for allowing 
this expenditure out of the Army Votes 
in 1901-2, he thought his right hon. friend 
had given a perfectly fair account of what 
happened at that time. ‘There certainly 
was a clear understanding given to him 
by those who represented the War Office 
at the time, that this expenditure was 
absolutely necessary for the purposes of 
the war, and therefore he thought that 
it might be properly charged on the Ex- 
chequer issues for the war. The ex- 
penditure was for rolling stock and re- 
pairing the line, and therefore he further 
obtained a promise that on account of the 
improvement in the rolling stock and in 
the line, which, of course, would be due 
to that expenditure, the colonial Govern- 
ment, which after the war took over the 
railway, and would have the benefit of the 
railways in the future, would recoup the 
Imperial Exchequer for both those 
amounts. In those circumstances he 
sanctioned that expenditure. He ceased 
to be Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
August, 1902, and of course knew nothing 
of any subsequent proceedings ; but he 
could quite understand that his successor 
did not like apparently to throw doubt 
upon the recovery of the money from 
the Transvaal by submitting an Estimate 
in the year 1902-03 for its repayment ; 
and he hoped that nothing that had been 
said, or would be said, in that debate 
would throwany doubt upon that recovery. 
He did not think that any fairer charge 
could be imposed upon the Colonies than 
this. They would have the benefit of 
all the expenditure, and, as to the counter- 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 
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claim, personally he did not much believe 


in it. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he was 
sure no hon. Member would cast anv 


doubt upon this counter-claim. As 


£ 


regarded the actual position of this 
particular fund he was left as much in the 
dark at the end of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s speech as he was at the beginning, 
He thought the criticisms of his hon. 
friend had been more than justified and 
he agreed that this sum ought not to 
appear in this way, and it ought to have 
Under these 


circumstances he did not think it was 


been liquidated _ before. 
worth while to pursue the discussion of a 
very difficult question which he had great 
difficulty in following, and which had not 
been made much clearer by the speech of 
While he 


agreed that the small sums might very 


the right hon. Gentleman. 


well be left in the suspense account it 
was not right that such a large sum as 
£900,000 should to be left over for two 
years in the suspense account which 
practically left it in the control of a par- 
ticular Department. After the white 
sheet in which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had stood he did not desire to 


pursue the subject further. 


Mr. WHITLEY pointed out that one 
question which had not been dealt with 
was that this £1,250,000 was a claim on 
the Transvaal Government at the time 
these railways were handed over. The 
Committee would recollect that some ten 
months ago the House decided to author- 
ise the raising of £35,000,000 under the 
Imperial guarantee, and part of that 
money, amounting to about £12,000,000, 
was to go to pay the Dutch shareholders 


and others who were the previous owners 
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of those railways. Surely the claim of 
the home Government upon the colonial 
Government was in the nature of a prior 
claim. When those railways were handed 
over to the colonial Government as a 
business concern they were informed 
that they would produce a profit of no 
less than £2,500,000 a year, and it was 
clear that if the Government had shown 
any business capacity they would have 
insisted that this claim, which they said 
was a perfectly sound and just one, should 
have been met whilst they were owners 
of the line and they should have made 
proper arrangement for the settlement of 
their claim. The sum of £12,000,000 had 
been paid to the Dutch shareholders and 
the claim of the British taxpayer had 
been allowed to go by the board. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had given 
them no satisfactory assurance as to what 
was the nature of the acknowledgment 
of this debt. He wished to know if the 
right hon. Gentleman would lay on the 
correspondence from Lord 
Milner which show that this 


question had been treated as a legal 


Table any 
would 


obligation which they might recover. 
After Lord Milner’s 
stated that a profit of £2,500,000 a year 
was anticipated from these railways he 
thought the claim of the British taxpayers 
ought not to be deferred in this way, and 
it ought to be made a first charge upon 
the undertaking. He hoped they would 


be able to get more information upon this 


Government had 


point. 


Mr. O'MARA said he should like to 
know something more about the counter- 
claim which the Colonies had made. 
They had heard nothing yet as to how 


far this country had been committed 


{25 Fresruary 1904} 
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£900,000. In the year 1901-02 the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer authorised 
the expenditure of £900,000 for the 
purpose of improving railways in South 
Africa on the understanding from the War 
Office that this expenditure was neces- 
sary for the purpose of carrying on the 
war, and the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
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of that day received an assurance that this 
sum would be repaid at the end of the 
war. On those two 
Chancellor of the Exchequer of 1901-2 
authorised the expenditure of this money. 
The House of Commons was not informed 
of this fact, and it had not come within 
the cognisance of the House until the 


assurances the 


present time. It was a very serious 
thing for Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to authorise payments, simply 


anv 


on the assurance of a Civil Government, 
over which he exercised no control, with- 
out first obtaining the consent of the 
House of Commons to the expenditure 
of such money. He considered that 
this a breach of the traditional 
policy which governed the finances of 
this House. Any Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer who did this kind of thing laid 
himself open to a charge of a gross breach 
How could 


was 


of confidence in this House. 
they feel sure, under these circumstances, 
that the present Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer was not receiving similar assur- 
ances, and that public money was not 
now being spent in millions without the 
House knowing anything about it. Here 
was a sum of £900,000 which had been 
spent and the House was not informed 
of it until two years afterwards. He 
thought the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Bristol had taken upon him- 
self a responsibility which he ought not 


to have done. [Cries of “ Divide, 


with regard to the spending of this | aivide.”) He could quite understand 
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that hon. Members opposite did not | 
care much about £900,000—— 


Army (Supplementary) 


{COMMONS} 


now put,” 


Mr. Secretary AkERS-DovuGLAs rose | 


in his place, and claimed to move, “ That 


the Question be now put.” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. HughO. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F., Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J.A.( Wore. 
Clive; Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 

Fyler, John Arthur 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans. (T’rH’mlets 
Gore, Hn.G.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) | 


Mr. O' Mara. 


Noes, 113. 


AYES. 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq. of( L’'donderry) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Harris, Dr. Fredk. R. (Dulwich) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley) 
Heath,James (Staffords.,N.W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hoult, Joseph 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Hozier,Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohn H. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. 
Kerr, John 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, SirJose ph (Monm’th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks. N.R 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott ( Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter ( Bristol, S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stor 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHn.A.Graham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 

NOES. 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Blake, Edward 


eshire) 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 170; 
(Division List No. 27) 


Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Pease,Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel,Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Xopner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, H.C(North’mb. Tyneside 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley,Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson,Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hon.SirWilliam H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 
Welby, Sir CharlesG. E.( Notts. 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley ( York,E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E.R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt.Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Boland, John 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
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Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, . 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts. ) 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, FE.) 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 


~~ 


Question put accordingly. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Blake, Edward 

Soland, John ‘ 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

sryce, Rt. Hon. James 

durke, E. Haviland 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Evans, Samuel 'T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
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’ Kearley, Hudson E. 


Kilbride, Denis 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir JosephF.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. f 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph(Louth,South) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary N.) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W.) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
©’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O’ Malley, William 
O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

teddy, M. 

edmond, John E. (Waterford) 
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Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eition) 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn. C.R.( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay ‘I. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George (York, W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Hudd’rsfid 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 113; 
| Noes, 171. (Division List No. 28). 


AYES. 
Freeman-‘Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn 
(joddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis, J. 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol, E.) 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Mac Veagh, Jeremiah 
M:Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,J ames (Wicklow, W.) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Kition) 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
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Slack, John Bamford 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt Hn.C. R.( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn. HughO. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
sartley, Sir George C. T. 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F.( Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J,A.(Wore. 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Yolston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt.Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 


Faber, George Denison (York) | 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Fyler, John Arthur 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, Hon.S.F. Ormsby-( Linc.) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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| Toulmin, George 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips. 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. | 


Estimates, 1903-4, 


Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
' Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
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Woodhouse,SirJ.T.{ Hudd’rstfid 


Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) | Young, Samuel 


White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R,) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


NOES, 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’donderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Harris, Dr. Fredk. R. { Dulwich) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords,N.W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert 'T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard.John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohn H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Kerr, John 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,SirJoseph( Monm’th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks.N.R 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lusas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 


, Macdona, John Cumming 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, W.J.H{ Dumfriesshire 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHn.A.Graham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


TELLERS FOR 


THE AYES 
Mr. Buchanan and _ “Sir 
Joseph Leese. 


, Nicholson, William Graham 


Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel,Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, ©. Guy 

tasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
femnant, James Farquharson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
tollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
topner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith,H.C( North’mb. Tyneside 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Stanley,Rt.Hon. Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxt?'dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Chares 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.Sir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.( Taunton 
Welby,Sir Charles G. E. (Notts. 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-und- Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. ( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major H. W. 


TELLERS FOR THE Noges—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 
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Mr. Secretary 


claimed, “ That the Original Question 


be now put.” 


Original Question put 


“That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding 
£2,700,000 be granted to His Majesty, 


to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year 


ending on the 3lst day of March, 1904, 


for Additional Expenditure, in respect 
of the following Army Services, viz.:— 


Agg-Gardner, James 'Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. HughoO. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) "§ 
Bain, Colonel James Robert ; 
Balcarres, Lord ay 
Balfour, RtHn Gerald W.( Leeds 
salfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. 'T. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. © 
Bignold, Arthur ea 
Bigwood, James "2! 
Blundell, Colonel Henry § bd 
Bond, Edward ve 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H.F (Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.{ Wore. 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
oghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dighy, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt.Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Fyler, John Arthur 
Galloway, William Johnson 


AYES. 
Gardner, Ernest 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, Hon. S.F.Ormsby (Linc.) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Groves, James Grimblej g 
Hambro, Charles Eric <3 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem th) 
Harris, Dr. Fredk. R.( Dulwich) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner] 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, James (Staffords, N.W. 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hoult, Joseph 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hunt, Rowland 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.Sir John H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Kerr, John 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, SirJoseph(Monm’th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks.N.R 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long, Col.Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 


Ariny (Supplementary) {25 Fesruary 1904} Estimates, 1903-4. 1106 
AkERS-Dovuatas Vote 1. Pay, etc., of the £ 
Army - - - 2,000,000 
Vote 6. Transport and Re- 
mounts - - 2,100,000 
seininitianiie Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, 
BY: and other Supplies 2,030,000 
Total - £6,130,000 
Excess Appropriations-in-Aid 
(Votes 1, 6, 7,9, and 10) - 3,430,000 
£2,700,000 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 169 ; 
| Noes, 109. (Division List No. 29.) 


Maxwell, W.J. H( Dumfriesshir 
Milner, Rt. Hon.SirFrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt Ha A Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel, Hn.Wm.Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Ear! 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 3{ 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy : 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Colonel Samuel A. 
Scott, Sir 8, (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, HC.(North’mb.Tyneside 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. 
Stock, James Henry, 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv- 
Tayior, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
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Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. ; 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E.(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) | 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne | 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Adjournment 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E. 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth, C. B. 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Caldwell, James 

Cam pbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Crean, Eugene 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhocly, James 

Gladstone,Rt Hn. Herbert John 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 


And, it being after Midnight, the Chair- 
man left the Chair to make his Report to 


the House. 


{COMMONS} 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley ( York, E. R. 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks. ) 
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Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


Wodehouse,Rt.Hn. E.R.(Bath) | TELLERS FOR THE AYES. —Sir 


Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 


NOES, 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol, E.) 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W.) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, 'T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 

Partington, Oswald 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 


Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn-Fellows. 


Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, KE.) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, FE.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay ‘I’. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, Sir J 'T(Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEsS—Mr. 
Goddard and Mr. Runciman. 


brought in by Mr. Claude Hay, Mr. Spear, 
Mr. Bond, Mr. Whitmore, Mr. Moon, Mr. 


Yerburgh, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Crooks, 
Mr. W. F.. Lawrence, and Mr. Bousfield. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday 


next ; Committee to sit again upon Mon- 


day next. 


VAGRANTS’ BILL. 


‘To provide forthe further protection 





NEW BILL. 


VAGRANT CHILDREN’S PROTECTION. 
Bill to provide for the further protection 


of the Children of Vagrants, ordered to be | 


of the Children of Vagrants,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Thursday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 98.] 


Adjourned at twenty-eight Minutes 
before One o’clock. 








Member. 
= @ 


commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the 


at the 


=m Ss eonr"7 es 


ee 2 et a = 


Ors = 


oT = & 


Pro mo 


+ 





08 


ir 


“dl 


d) 


ion 
ted 
» be 


xt, 


utes 





ision by the Member. 


% 


rev 


x 


Whe 


? 


wh ind 


ment of a Spec 


COM MeNCe 


The Mission 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 26th February, 1904. 


1109 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Mid-Cheshire Tramways Bill [u.1.]; 
Clyde Valley Electrical Power Bill 
{u.t.]. Read 2*, and committed. The 
Committees to be proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Selection. 


{26 Fepruary 1904} 





Neweastle and Gateshead Water Bill | 
[H.1.]. Read 2* (according to order), and | 
committed. The Committee to be pro- | 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 

Llanelly Harbour Bill [H.1.]. Read 2°, 
(according to order), and committed. | 
The Committee to be proposed by the | 
Committee of Selection. 

Ticehurst and District Water and Gas | 
Bill [u.L.]. Read 2* (according to order), | 
and committed. | 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill | 
(x.L.]: Withnell Gas Bill [a.1.]; Matlock | 
and District Gas Bill [4.L.]; Cambrian | 
Railways Bill [a.1.]; | Barnard Castle | 
Gas Bill [u.1.]; Tyneside Tramways | 
and Tramroads Bill [H.L.]; Newcastle- | 





upon-Tyne Corporation Bill [H.L.]; 
Isle of Thanet Light Railways Bill 
{u.L.]. Report from the Committee 


of Selection, That the Earl Fitzwilliam be 
proposed to the House asa member of the | 
Select Committee on the said Bills in the | 


= place of the Earl of Verulam; read, and | 


Asterisk (*) at ¢ 


In 


agreed to. | 
Dumbarton Tramways Order Confirma- | 
tion Bill. 


and passed. 


Read 3* (according to order), | 


aS | 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. | 
CROFTER COLONISATION. 
Fourteenth Report of the Commissioners | 
appointed to carry out a scheme of | 
colonisation in the Dominion of Canada | 
of crofters and cottars from the Western | 
Highlands and Islands of Scotland; with | 
appendices. 


ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSION. 
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EXPLOSIVES (EXPLOSION AT THE 
NATIONAL EXPLOSIVES COMPANY’S 
FACTORY, UPTON TOWANS, CORN- 
WALL). 

Report to the right hon. the 
Secretary of Statefor the Home Depart- 
ment, by Captain J. H. Thomson, His 
Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Explosives, 
on the circumstances attending an explo- 
sion of nitro-glycerine which occurred in 
the precipitating and final washing houses 
of the factory of the National Explosives 
Company, Limited, at Upton Towans, 
Hayle, Cornwall, on the 5th January, 
1904. 


Presented (by Command), and ordere1 
to lie on the Table. 


WESTERN AUSTRALIA. 


The Electoral Act, No. XXXV., of 
1904. Laid before the House (pursuant 


to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


VEW BILL. 


SITE FOR DUKE OF YORK’S SCHOOL 
BILL [#.1. }. 


A Bill for extinguishing certain rights 


of way over certain lands situate in the 


parish of Guston, in the county of Kent 
—Was presented by the Lord Windsor ; 
read 1*; to be printed, and referred to 
the Examiners. (No. 17.) 


THE MISSION TO TIBET. 
*Lorp REAY, who had given notice “To 


call attention to the Papers on Tibet, 


and to move for further Papers,” said : 
My Lords, the very interesting and rather 
formidable Blue-book relating to Tibet 
can be divided into three parts. There is 
first the period when Lord Elgin was at 
the head of affairs in India. I need say 
very little about his policy, because it 
was essentially a policy of peace. In 
Mr. Cuningham’s letter, dated 4th March, 
1896, my noble friend’s policy is clearly 


laid down in these words— 


“The policy to be adopted towards the 


| Tibetans should, therefore, be one of conciliation, 
and all action likely to produce friction should be 
carefully avoided... . 


The Governor-General 


Fifty-sixth Report from the Ecclesias- | in Council would deprecate recourse to threats.”’ 


tical Commissioners for England; with 
an appendix. 


VOL. CXXX. [FourtH SErI!gs. | 


agreement. 


With this attitude I am in cordial 
There is one other feature 
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of his administration to which I must | 


call your attention. In the letter men- 
tioned above it is stated that— 

*«In respect to territory near Giaogong, the 
Tibetans probably possess claims which it would 
not only be impolitic but inequitable to ignore.’ 

Those words contain the admission by 
the Government of India that the 
demarcation under the Treaty of 1890 was 
open to objection and torevision. I now 
come to the second period, the adminis- 
tration of Lord Curzon. Lord Curzon is 
prepared to leave to Tibet those lands to 
which Lord Elgin had declared Tibet 
had claims, but he is only pre- 
pared to do so on condition that Phari is 
thrown open to native traders from India. 
He attaches a condition to the sur- 
render of these lands to the Tibetans, 
but he is warned in a letter of the 15th 
of September, 1899, of the Government 
of Bengal, that the Tibetans would 
never consent to the opening of Phari 
to Indian traders except under com- 
pulsion. Three reasons are given fcr 
that resistance: in the first place, because 
it would injure an existing monopoly of 
Tibetan traders; and, in the next place, 
because the Tibetans were afraid that 
friction might arise with the British 
Government which they wanted to 
avoid, and because they have an inveter- 
ate dislike to the entry of any foreigners, 
Chinese as well as English, within their 
territory. 

The next point to which I wish to 

all attention is that relating to the 
attempts to enter into direct correspond- 
ence with the Dalai Lama. Three 
attempts were made, but all three failed. 
Ugyen Kazi, the Bhutan Vakil, was em- 
ployed for that purpose on two occasions. 
Hearing that the first and second 
attempts had failed, the Lieutenant- 
Governor of Bengal pointed out, in a letter 
of the 22nd of December,1899,that it would 
be useless to make any further endeavour 
at present to open direct communication, 
through an agent, with the Tibetan 
authorities. The Dalai Lama could not 
take a letter without consulting the 
Council and the Chinese Amban, and he 
knew they would not agree, and he could 
not,write a letter without first consulting 
the Amban. 


‘““The Dalai Lama is ajclever man, and is 
really sorr that he was unable to accept the 
Viceroy’s letter or send any letter.” 


Lord Reay. 


{LORDS} 


Ugyen Kazi says that—_ 
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In the account of Ugyen Kazi’s visit to 
Lhasa it is stated that the Dalai Lama 
went on to say that he was precluded from 
writing any letter to any foreign Goverm- 
ment, as during the time of Tangya Iling 
Demorin pochi an agreement was entered 
into by the Lamas, Sehaffis, and Ambans 
that no letters should be written without 
first consulting the Ambans. The Dalai 
Lama added that this agreement was not 
made by him but by his predecessor. 
This shows clearly that the proper method 
of communication was with the Chinese 
authorities, and not to attempt these 
useless representations to the Tibetan 
authorities, who were unwilling to 
receive them. 


The next difficulty is that with regard to 
the removal of boundary pillars. Indian 
administrators are well aware that boun- 
dary pillars in inaccessible regions are 
very likely to be removed, and that we 
cannot hold the Native Government in 
every single case responsible for such re- 
moval. Here, again, I would call attention 
to the view which Lord Elgin took as to 
the removal of boundary pillars. He 
stated in his despatch of the 25th o 
June, 1895, that— 

*“No serious practical inconvenience hail 
apparently arisen through the frontier being 
undemarcated,” 
and he mentioned this very important 
fact, that— 

**Demarcation was not provided for in the 
Treaty of 1890.” 

That treaty gave us no right to insist 
on demarcation. The next controversy 
had reference to the grazing question. 
In a despatch dated the 8th of January. 

1903, the Viceroy states that— 

“The grazing rights on the Sikkim side of 
the border, which had been usurped by the 
Tibetans, are, in fact, balanced by similar 
rights which are conceded to the Sikkimese 
across the Tibetan border, and that the status 
quo is probably the most convenient arrange 
ment in the interest of both parties.” 

The grievance with regard to grazing 
rights is therefore considered to be non- 
existent. Dealing with these three points 
—the refusal to receive or to send letters, 
the removal of the boundary pillars, 
and the usurpation of grazing rights— 
I cannot see that they justify an 
advance of a mission into the heart of 
Tibet. 


« I now turn to [the correspondence in 
the Blue-book, and, in the first place, to 
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the despatch of the 13th of February, 
1902, from Lord Curzon, in order to see 
what were the other difficulties with 
Tibet which could justify this mission. 
The Viceroy states that they were— 
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“Informed by the Government of Bengal 
that an attempt which was made last year by 
the Indian Tea Association to introduce Indian 
tea into Tibet was rendered fruitless by the 
obstruction of the local Lamas and officials.” 


This was an attempt to push the tea 
trade into Tibet notwithstanding that 
the Tibetans prefer an inferior kind 
of Chinese tea and do not wish to 
change their usual habits. I do not see 
why we should insist on the Tibetans 
giving way on this point. There is in 
the despatch a very interesting passage 
about retaliation. The Viceroy says— 

“ Another possible and legitimate course would 
be to stop all Tibetan trade with India, and all 
intercourse between the two countries. Such a 
step would, doubtless, prove a serious obstacle to 
Tibetan trade, and might tend to force the 
authorities toenter into negotiations with us,” 


I would especially call your Lordships’ 
attention to what follows— 


“but it would also entail hardship upon our 
own traders, and might ultimately result in the 
diversion of the Tibetan trade to Nepal.” 


The Viceroy therefore desists from retalia- 
tion. Retaliation would have injured 
our own traders and Nepal would have 
been the ferfius gaude ns. These are the 
usual results of retaliation. I almost 
regret that this experiment was not tried, 
because, if he had followed that course, 
we should have had an object lesson in 
retaliation, and the present situation 
would not have arisen. The Viceroy 
gives a further explanation of his policy. 
He says— 

_ “The policy of isolation pursued by the 
[ibetan Government is one that, from its own 
point of view, it may not be difficult to com- 
prehend. But it is not compatible either with 
proximity to the territories of a great civilised 
Power at whose hands the Tibetan Government 
enjoys the fullest opportunities both for inter- 
course and trade, or with due respect for the 
treaty stipulations into which the Chinese 
Government has entered on its behalf. It is 
indeed the most extraordinary anachronism of 
the 20th century that there should exist, within 
less than 300 miles of the borders of British 
India a State and a Government, with whom 
political relations donot so much as exist, and 
with whom it is impossible even to exchange 
a written communication. Such a situation 
cannot in any case be lasting. But it seems 
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desirable that itshould be brought to an end 
with as little delay and commotion as possible.’’ 
I quite agree that it would be desirable 
to put an end to such a situation if you 
could do it without any commotion, bui 
that certainly has not beenthecase; and 
a good deal of commotion is created by 
our attempt to force the Tibetans out of 
an isolation to which I hold they have a 
perfect right. 


The next very important despatch is 
that of January the 8th, 1903, in which 
the Viceroy puts forward another reason 
for his policy. He says— 

“The second combination of circumstances 
that has materially affected the situation is the 
rumoured conclusion of a secret Agreement 
by which the Russian Government has acquired 
certain powers of interference in Tibet.” 

The Viceroy himself points out in another 
sentence, in which he says— 

“Tt is unnecessary for us to remind your 
Lordship that the Russian border nowhere 
even touches that of Tibet, and that the 
nearest point of Russian territory is consider- 
ably more than a thousand miles short of the 
Tibetan capital, which is situated in the 
extreme south, and in close proximity to the 
northern frontier of the Indian Empire.” 

How remote is the direct contact of 
Russia with Tibet. 


Now, anyone who has read the fascinat- 
ing account of Dr. Sven Hedin’s attempt 
to get into Tibet through the desolate 
country which separates Tibet from 
Russia will have seen how incredible it 
would be that Russia should advance into 
Tibet from that side. But in the Blue- 
book we have important and positive 
declarations of the Russian Government. 
Count Lamsdorff informs Sir Charles 
Scott on July the 8th, 190], that the 
mission of the Tibetan visitors— 

“Could not be regarded as having any 
political or diplomatic character.” 

With regard to a rumoured Agreement, 
between Russia and China concerning 
Tibet of which the terms are given in 
the Blue-book. In the first place two 
Chinese ministers told Sir Ernest Satow 
on September the 8th, 1902— 

“That no such arrangement had _ ever 
formed a subject of discussion between the 
Chinese and Russian Governments.” 


But the Russian Ambassador, Count 
Benckendorff— 


**Was able to assure the noble Marquess 
officially that there was no convention about 
Tibet, either with Tibet itself or with China, 
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or with anyone else, nor had the Russian 
Government any Agents in that country or 
any intention of sending Agents or missions 
there.” 

.. I cannot conceive that any declaration 
could be clearer or more definite than 
this declaration of the Russian Govern- 
ment ,which is contained in a despatch 
from the noble Marquess to Sir Charles 
Scott of April the 8th, 1903. The only 
link between Russia and Tibet is the 
large number of Buddhists in the Russian 
Empire who venerate the Dalai Lama as 
was pointed out by Count Lamsdorff to 
Sir Charles Scott on the 8th of July, 1901. 


There is a very important despatch 
from the noble Marquess to Mr. Spring- 
Rice of the 17th November, 1903, in which 
it is stated that the Russian Ambassador 
said— yhF, 

‘“‘It was most unfortunate that, at the 
present moment, when the Russian Govern- 
ment were, as I was aware, disposed to enter 
into an amicable discussion of our relations at 
the various points where British and Russian 
interests were in contact, an event of this kind, 
so calculated to create mistrust on the part of 
Russia, should have oceurred.” 

My Lords, that is an extremely import- 
ant statement. It is inherent to our 
political position that, whenever we ad- 
vance, there should be mistrust in Russia, 
and whenever Russia advances, there 
should be mistrust in England. Theie- 
fore the statement that the Russian 
Government was disposed to enter into 
an amicable discussion is most satis- 
factory, and I trust that the noble 
Marquess will inform us that on his 
part there was the same amicable 
disposition to enter into that discussion 
and to attempt to remove, once and for 
all, the causes of reciprocal suspicion 
of motives which ought not to exist 
between two Powers having such enor- 
mous—not necessarily conflicting—inter- 
ests in Asia. [ return to the Vice- 
roy’s despatch in which he proposes to 
accept the Chinese proposals of having a 
Conference, but he adds the most 
extraordinary condition that the Con- 
ference shall take place, not upen our 
frontier, but at Lhasa. Now it was 
obvious that such a proposal could never 
be accepted by the Lamas. In that 
same despatch there is an interesting ex- 
tract from a despatch from Sir Thomas 
Wade to Earl Granville. No one knew 
China and the methods of the Chinese 


Lovd Reay. 
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better than Sir Thomas Wade, and great 
weight must, therefore, be attached to 
what he says. He stated— 

“Tf the trade (i.e., between India and Tibet) 
be worth the effort, I think that it might possibly 
b2 opened, were a mixed official and commercial 
mission pushed forward without reference to 
the Court of Peking, which is always careful 
to declare that in this or in any other matter 
Tibet may act as she pleases, and if that mission 
were authorised in the first instance to spend 
money rather freely.” 

But the Government of India of that 
date, who were asked for their opinion on 
this suggestion by the Secretary of State, 
replied in an unfavourable sense, not 
being impressed, as our records show, 
with the trade prospects. And when I 
look at the figures which are given in the 
Blue-book with regard to our present trade 
with Tibet, I am bound to say that I am not 
impressed by the prospects of that trade ; 
and it seems to me that itis hardly worth 
while forcing unwilling Tibetans to take 
our merchandise. I think that we must 
use those means which Sir Thomas Wade 
suggests and “spend money rather freely” 
and avoid anything which has the appear- 
ance of a hostile act. With regard to the 
suzerainty of China, the Viceroy used this 
extraordinary expression— 

“We regard the so-called suzerainty of China 
over Tibet asa constitutional fiction—a political 
affectation which has only been maintained 
because of its convenience to both parties.” 

This strikes me as an extremely im- 
politic assertion that a situation which 
our Government had always recognised, 
which is founded on law, history, and 
tradition should be considered a constitu- 
tional fiction—extremely impolitic when 
we realise what suzerainty means to us 
in India. 

The Viceroy continues— 

“Our proposal therefore is that, assuming it 
to be decided by His Majesty’s Government to 
respond in a favourable sense to the overtures 
of the Waiwupu, the Chinese Government shall 
be informed that we can undertake the negotia- 
tions nowhere else than at Lhasa, and thata 
British Commercial Mission will start for that 
place at a suitable date in the forthcoming 
spring, there to meet the Chinese resident and a 
duly appointed high official of the Tibetan 
Government. We propose that the negotia- 
tions should cover not merely the small ques- 
tion of the Sikkim frontier, but the entire 
question of our future relations, commercial and 
otherwise, with Tibet; and we think that they 
should culminate in the appointment of a 
permanent British representative, Consular or 

Diplomatic, to reside at Lhasa.” 
That was a most imprudent proposal, 
and one which I am happy to say the 
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home Government vetoed. A very im- | 
portant despatch from Lord George 
Hamilton, dated 27th February, 1903, 
followed, in which it was stated by the 
Secretary of State that— 


“His Majesty’s Government fully recognise 
that the establishment of a powerful foreign 
influence in Tibet would disturb those relations, 
and might even, by exposing Nepal to a pres- 
sure which it would be difficult to resist, affect 
those which at present exist on so cordial a 
basis between India and Nepal. Having regard 
to these considerations, His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, while regretting the necessity for aban- 
doning the passive attitude that has hitherto 
sufficed in the regulation of the affairs of this 
portion of the frontier of India, are compelled 
to recognise that circumstances have recently 
occurred which throw on them the obligation of 
placing our relations with the Government of 
Lhasa upon a more Satisfactory footing. Your 
Excellency’s proposal to send an armed mission 
t> enter Lhasa, by force if necessary, and 
establish there a Resident, might, no doubt, 
if the issue were simply one between India 
and Tibet, be justified as a legitimate reply to 
the action of the Tibetan Government in return- 
ing the letters which on three occasions vou 
have addressed to them, and in disregarding the 
Convention with China of 1890, the validity of 
which was repudiated by the Tibetan officials 
who visited our Political Officer while he was 
inspecting the frontier laid down by that Con- 
vention. Such action undoubtedly warrants the 
adoption of strong measures, and I have ex- 
pressed this opinion in my despatch of the 16th 
August, 1901. But His Majesty's Government 
cannot regard the question as one concerning 
India and Thibet alone. The positicn of China, 
in its relations to the Powers of Europe, has 
been so modified in recent years that it is 
necessary to take into account those altered 
conditions in deciding on action affecting what 
must stiJ] be regarded as a province of China.” 


Far from looking upon the suzerainty 
as a constitutional fiction the home Gov- 
ernment looked upon Tibet as a province 
of China. Lord George Hamilton con- 
tinued — 


“It is true, as stated in your Excellency’s 
letter, that we have no desire either to declare 
a protectorate or permanently to occupy any 
portion of the country. Measures of this kind 
might, however, become inevitable if we were 
once to find ourselves committed to armed 
intervention in Tibet, and it is almost certain 
that, were the British mission to encounter 
opposition, questions would be raised which 
would have to be considered not as local ones con- 
cerning Tibet and India exclusively, but from 
an international point of view, as involving the 
status of a portion of the Chinese Empire. For 
these reasons His Majesty’s Government think 
it necessary, before sanctioning a course which 
might be regarded as an attack on the integrity 
of the Chinese Empire, to be sure that such 
action can be justified by the previous action of 
Tibet, and they have accordingly come to the 
conclusion that it would be premature to adopt 
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measures 80 likely to precipitate a crisis in the 
affairs of Tibet as those which your Excellency 
has proposed.” 

Lord George Hamilton very wisely 
would not hear of a mission to Lhasa 
or of an agent at Lhasa, and that 
proposal was therefore set aside. In his 
telegram of 29th April he says— 

‘‘ There is no objection to the Chinese, Tibetan, 
and Indian representatives meeting, as pro- 
posed in your telegram of 16th April, at 
Khambajong, or to the military arrangements 
you recommend; but Liis Majesty’s Government 
consider that, without previous reference to 
them, the British mission should not advance 
beyond that place, as, in existing conditions, 
even in the event of the failure of the Chinese 
and Tibetan parties to meet, any sudden ad- 
vance to Lhasa is not, in their opinion, 
justified.” 
The home Government very clearly 
saw the tendency of the policy of 
the Viceroy, and tried to check it. But 
the Viceroy, in his telegram of 7th May, 
returns to the charge. He says— 

“Having regard to stultification of existing 
treaty provisions and to the unsuitability of 
Yatung, Phari, or any other place in the 
Chumbi Valley for a trade mart in which busi- 
ness Can be transacted directly between British 
and Tibetan merchants’ without incurring 
monopoly of local traders, it is necessary to 
insist upon opening a new trade mart and upon 
having a British Agent at Gyanztse, an import- 
ant trade centre on main route to Shigatse 
and Lhasa. I think that having British re- 
presentative at Lhasa, which would be best 
possible security for future observance of con- 
ditions, would be far preferable.” 

The Viceroy still insists on the British 
representative at Lhasa. He continues— 
‘‘but, assuming the unwillingness of His 
Majesty's Government to press this c'aim, our 
roposal of Gyangtse is a suitable alternative. 
pro} yangtse 1 ‘ 
In any case the British representative must 
reside on north side of the passes so as to be 
able to communicate promptly with the Capital 
In framing the new regulations the Tibetan and 
Chinese authorities should be made clearly to 
understand that fullest facilities must be given 
to the British representative for direct com- 
munication with the Tibetan Government in all 
matters, and that if he is met by attitude of 
obstru--tion, it will be necessary to resort to 
alternative of moving him forward to Lhasa.” 
The Viceroy does not accept Lord George 
Hamilton’s policy, and proposes an alter- 
native policy, which involves conditional 
resort to a forward move to Lhasa, which 
was the very contingency to be most 
scrupulously avoided. 

The Secretary of State, on 28th May, 
replied— 

‘“‘They (His Majesty’s Government) wish, 
however, that the negotiations should be re- 
stricted to questions concerning trade relations, 
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the frontier, and grazing rights ; and they desire 
that no proposal should be made for the estab- 
lishment of a political agent either at Gyangtse 
or at Lhasa.” 


Lord George Hamilton very judiciously 
added that— 


“Such a political outpost might entail 
difficulties and responsibilities incommensurate, 
in the judgment of His Majesty’s Government, 
with any benefit which, in the circumstances 
how known to exist, could be gained by it... . 
His Majesty’s Government are unwilling to be 
committed, by threats accompanying the pro- 
posals which may be made, to any definite 
course of compulsion to be undertaken in the 
future. They authorise you, then, subject to 
the conditions above stated, to communicate 
with the Chinese Resident and Tibetan repre- 
sentative, fixing Khambajong as the place of 
meeting.” 





It is therefore quite clear that the home 
Government did not wish any other 
course to be pursued than that of 
friendly negotiations, and that threats 
or hostilities should be avoided. 
Then a new incident occurred. Two 
British subjects were imprisoned at 
Shigatse, and the Tibetans declined to 
restore them. The last information 
regarding those two prisoners is con- 
tained in a letter dated 22nd December, 
from the Chinese Minister, in which he 
says that the two natives who were 
reported to have been put o death are 
alive and well, but still under detention, 
and that instructions have been given for 
their immediate liberation. Perhaps 
the noble Earl will be able to tell 
us where those two British subjects are 
at present. Then on 16th September 
the Viceroy warned the Government 
that Colonel Younghusband despaired of 
a peaceful solution and said that until 
the Tibetans realised the seriousness of 
our intentions nothing would ;be done. 
The Viceroy continued— 

‘He (Colonel Younghusband) foresees that 
the occupation of the Chumbi Valley and ad- 
vance of Mission seventy-five miles beyond 
Khambajong to Gyangtse will be eventually 
necessary. We think that occupation of 
Chumbi Valley will be insufficient to put serious 


pressure on Lhasa, and that it is almost 
certain that Mission will have to advance.” 


And the Viceroy adds that— 


‘His Majesty’s Government should realise 
that the Lhasa Government have no conception 
of our power.” 


It seems to me that one of the reasons 
why the Tibetans are so anxious to 


preserve their isolation is that they are 
Lovd Reay. 
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well aware of our power, and that they 
are afraid of it. That seems to me a 
much more natural explanation of their 
attitude than that they have no con- 
ception of our power. The Viceroy goes 
on to say— 


“A further complication is that any sort of 
action will be difficult after November.” 


But in his telegram of .26th October 
the state of the weather after November 
is not considered to be likely to lead 
to complications, for the Viceroy says— 

“Though cold, the season of the year is 
entirely favourable, and we anticipate no 
difficulty in carrying through operations and 
maintaining communications and supplies.” 


Again the Secretary of State tries to 
restrain the Viceroy. In his telegram 
of 20th September, Lord George Hamilton 
said— 

“In the event of coercion becoming necessary, 
military situation will have to be considered, 
but proposal to advance far into the interior 
is, regarded with grave misgiving by His 
Majesty's Government, who are disposed to 
think that the fact that we are in earnest 
may be sufficiently brought home to the 
Tibetans by the occupation of the Chumbi 
Valley in the first instance.” 

In his last telegram of 1st October—and 
I regret that Lord George Hamilton 
is no longer at the head of Indian 
affairs with which he was so thoroughly 
conversant—-he says— 

“If complete rupture of negotiations proves 
inevitable, His Majesty’s Government, having 
again considered position, are now prepared 
to authorise not only occupation of Chumbi 
Valley, but also the advance, if it can be 
made with safety, of the mission to Gyangtse.” 


Subject to certain conditions—-“if a 
complete rupture of negotiations proves 
inevitable,” and “if it can be made with 
safety,” the mission may advance to 
Gyangtse. The Viceroy in his telegram 
of 26th October thereupon recommends 
that immediate advance to Gyangtse 
through the Chumbi Valley should be 
sanctioned. He says— 

“Country beyond Chumbi Valley is open 
and rolling, and Tangla Pass, leading out of 
Chumbi Valley, is quite easy. Gyangtse is 
about eighty miles from Phari and about 140 
miles from our frontier at the Jelap Pass. We 
should hope to commence movement by end of 
November. We do not anticipate any serious 
resistance.” 


Therefore, Khambajong is abandoned 
and the route of the Chumbi Valley is 
taken. The Secretary of State asks on 
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the 29th October whether the rupture of | 


negotiations has taken place, and the 
Viceroy answers on 4th November— 


‘** The rupture of negotiations with Tibet (if, 
indeed, negotiations can be said to have ever 


place.” 


We now enter on the third period of our 
recent relations with Tibet. 

The . Viceroy, in his despatch of 
5th November, draws a line between the 
attitude of the Tibetan Government and 
the Tibetan people. He says that the 
Tibetan people, “instead of being sus- 
picious or hostile, are, on the contrary, 
well-disposed and cheerful.” If that is 
‘o, then I ask whether it would not have 
been wise to utilise their cheerful and 
peaceful disposition, and not to send 
among them a mission with an armed 
escort, which is of course required, but 
which is certainly not likely to increase 
their friendly feelings towards us. Again, 
the Government at home warned the 
Viceroy that the advance to Gyangtse, 
which they sanction, should not be 
allowed “to lead to occupation or to 
permanent intervention in Tibetan affairs 
in any form.” The Secretary of State 
says, in his telegram of 6th November— 

‘“The advance should be made for the sole 
purpose of obtaining satisfaction, and as soon 
as reparation is obtained a withdrawal should 
be effected. While His Majesty's Government 
consider the proposed action to be necessary, 
they are not prepared to establish a permanent 
inission in Tibet, and the question of enforcing 
trade facilities in that country must be con- 
sidered in the light of the decision conveyed in 
this telegram.” 


The Viceroy states on 6th December— 


‘* The Tibetan General at Yatung is reported 
by Colonel Younghusband to have asked 
to be given a pledge that if the Tibetans 
imake no attack upon us, no attack will be 
made by us on them. To this Colonel Young- 
husband has replied that we are conducting 
the mission, under adequate protection, to a 
place better fitted for negotiations, that we 
are not at war with Tibet, and that, unless we 
are ourselves attacked, we shall not attack the 
Tibetans.” 


The last telegram of the Secretary of 
State, dated 30th January, refers to this, 
as follows— 
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that there is actual danger of his communica- 
tions with base being cut off by Tibetans.” 


The House will see from this narrative 
that the Viceroy is convinced that our 


relations with Tibet cannot be placed on 
hegun) is not only inevitable, but has taken | 


‘Every safeguard should be employed to 


ensure security of mission, but Colonel Young- 
husband should be definitely instructed to 


observe the spirit of his statement to the | 


Tibetan General, reported in your telegram of 
6th December. No hostile action must be 
taken by him unless he is attacked or finds 


a satisfactory footing without a repre- 
sentative at Lhasa and that he has been 
able to persuade the home Government 
to accompany him as far as Gyangtse. 


Now I wish to ask the noble Earl 
whether we can receive an assurance that 
Colonel Younghusband will in no cir- 
cumstances be allowed to advance beyond 
Gyangtse, and whether the Indian 
Government has been informed that an 
occupation or advance upon Lhasa will 
not be authorised by His Majesty’s 
Government. I further wish to hear 
from the noble Earl when the last in- 
telligence was received from the mission, 
where Colonel Younghusband is at 
present, where General Macdonald i, 
and what their next movements will be. 
I trust we may be told what is the exact 
object of the negotiations, and whether 
any recent instructions have been given 
to Colonel Younghusband in order that 
he should seize every opportunity which 
may present itself to enter into negotia- 
tions. It is quite clear that it is un- 
necessary and impolitic to insist on 
these negotiations being conducted at 
Gyangtse, and that there is no reason 
why they should not be initiated under 
favourable auspices before Gyangtse is 
reached. If the Government—as I am 
quite willing to believe—wish to avoid 
hostilities, they should take the earliest 
opportunity of negotiating a new treaty. 
At a moment when events of such 
importance are occurring in the Far East 
and in the Near East, it is obviously the 
duty of His Majesty’s Government to 
abstain from any action which might 
embarrass this country in Asia or in 
Europe. 


Moved, “That an humble address be 
presented to His Majesty for further 
Papers relating to Tibet.”"—(Zhe Lord 
Reay.) 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror INDIA (The Earl of Harpwicke) : 
My Lords, I do not think His Majesty’s 
Government need take any serious excep- 
tion to the criticism made against us in 
regard to the Blue-book that has been 
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published on Tibet. At the same time 
we are not prepared to accept the sugges- | 
tion of the noble Lord that our policy | 
is in any sense different from the policy | 
pursued by Lord Elgin. This question is | 
not a new one, and the policy that we are 

endeavouring to carry out is contained in 

the words of Lord Curzon’s despatch, in 

which he says that— 

“Our wish is to establish those amicable 
relations and means of communication that 
ought to subsist between adjacent and friendly 
Powers.” 

It is as long ago as 1774 that Warren. 
Hastings, with this very object, de- 
spatched a Mission into Tibet under a 
Mr. Bogle. That mission went to Shigatse 
and though, so far as I am aware, no 
arrangements were come to with regard 
to trade, there is not the least doubt that 
very friendly relations were established 
between Bengal and Tibet. Sc much so 
that in 1784 Warren Hastings despatched 
a second mission also to Shigatse, under 
Mr. Turner, and on that occasion a very 
satisfactory arrangement was made. Tibet 
agreed to grant free admission into their 
country to all such merchants, natives of 
India, as should come recommended by 
the Governor-General, to yield them every 
assistance requisite for the transport of 
their goods, and to assign them a place of 
residence for vending their commodities. 
It would seem that our Indian trade 
developed considerably with Tibet till 
1792, and then, unfortunately, the 
Nepal Gurkhas invaded Tibet, who then 
turned for assistance to China. That assis- 
tance was rendered ,and the Chinese troops 
defeated the Gurkhas and drove them 
out of Tibet. Unfortunately, China and 
Tibet believed that the authorities in 
India had played some part in this 
invasion, and the result was that from 
that day forward strangers were pro- 
hibited from entering Tibet at all, the 
trade that had been so satisfactorily 
developed ceased. the door to Tibet was 
closed to India, and it has been closed 
ever since. No further attempt was 
made for nearly a century to open rela- 
tions with Tibet; but in 1873 a real and 
serious attempt was made, a Commissioner 
being instructed to inquire into the con- 
dition and prospects of trade with Tibet, | 
and the advisability of making a road | 
through Sikkim to the Tibetan frontier. 
That road was made, and in 1885 it was | 


The Earl of Hardwicke, 
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decided to send a mission into Tibet. I 
think that is the mission which the noble 
Lord referred to. The Chinese Govern- 
ment approved, and the mission was 
organised. For reasons which is not 
necessary for me to enter into, that mission 
was countermanded, and an opportunity 
was lost of establishing relations with 
Tibet, which, I think, might have pre- 
vented the situation arising in which we 
now find ourselves. The abandonment of 
that mission had a disastrous effect on 
the minds of the Tibetans, who believed 
we had not sent it because we feared 
them, and the result was that they invaded 
Sikkim, and it became necessary for us to 
despatch a force of troops to turn them 
out. They were turned out in 1888, and 
during the ensuing two years negotiations 
with China were carried on, and they re- 
sulted in the signing of the convention o! 
that date. This convention recognised our 
claims in Sikkim, defined the frontier and 
made provision for the subsequent discus- 
sion of trade regulations with Tibet These 
regulations, which are also contained in 
the Blue-book, were discussed and agreed 
to by the Commissioners appointed for 
that purpose by His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment and on behalf of China in the 
year 1893. 


I have ventured to give this short 
historical survey of the past, which 
brings us to the date at which the 
Papers dealing with this question com- 
mence, to show that there has been only 
one policy entertained with regard to 
Tibet, and it has been a_ policy of 
establishing relations and commercial 
intercourse with that country. It seems 
to me that a country adjacent to India, 
whose frontiers for hundreds of miles on 
the West and South are continuous with 
our frontiers, should not be in an isolated 
position ; and the Government of that 
country should not be so exclusive as to 
refuse communication with us in any 
shape or form. The present position 1s 
the outcome of the policy which has 


_been pursued. It may be an unfor- 


tunate outcome, but as our object was 
to establish trade relations and com- 
mercial intercourse with Tibet, the sign- 
ing of the convention of 1890 left us 
no alternative to seeing that the terms 
of that convention were carried out. It 
is true that we might have adopted 
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another policy altogether. We could 
hardly have said we would ignore the 
existence of Tibet, but we might have 
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abandoned all hope of having any re-| 
lations with that country at all. In| 
that case, we should have had to fortify | 
our frontiezs at great cost in order to be | 


in a position to resist any hostile com- 
bination that might take place. That 
would not have been a wise policy, and 
it has never been entertained by any 
Viceroy or Government; and for that 
reason I claim that we are now carrying 
out the one policy that has been adopted 
towards Tibet. 


I now turn to the noble Lord’s sugges- 
tion that we should have relied solely on 
China to see the terms of the convention 
of 1890 carried out. The noble Lord 
pointed out that Sir T.Wade, to whose 
experience and opinion he attached the 
greatest importance, had declared that, 
it trade between India and Tibet be 
worth the effort, he thought it might 
possibly be opened were a mixed official 
and commercial mission pushed forward 
without reference to the Court of Peking. 
Ishould very much like to know what 
is really the view of the noble Lord. Sir 
T. Wade’s opinion was that we were not 
to have any reference to Peking. The 
noble Lord, on the other hand, says that 
we ought to have relied on Peking. I 
can only say that so far as the policy of 
His Majesty’s Government is concerned 
we have always recognised the suzerainty 
that China has over Tibet; and in all the 
negotiations that have taken place the 
noble Marquess the Foreign Secretary 
has been in close communication with the 
Chinese Minister and with the Govern- 
ment of Peking. 


*Lorp REAY: I beg the noble Earl’s 
pardon. I did not siy we should rely 
exclusively on Peking. 


Tue Eart of HARDWICKE: Then I 
understand tae noble Lord to be in 
exact agreement with the policy that 
has been pursued by His Maje:ty’s Gov- 
ernment. We have not relied solely on 
Peking, but have recognised throughout 
the suzerainty of China; and the mission 
which was sent to Khambajong wasde3- 
patched with the full cognisunce and 
consent of the Chinere Government. 
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There is a despatch in the Blue- book 
|from Mr. Townley saying that the 
|Chinese Government were thoroughly 
satisfied that the mission was advisable. 
I pass to another point that was raised 
by the nokle Lord. The noble Lord 
referred to the despatch from the noble 
Marquess behind me to Mr. Spring-Rice, 
dated 17th November, 1903, and he read 
an extract from that despatch in which 
the noble Marquess said that the Russian 
Minister had informed him that the 
Russian Government could not help feel- 
ing that the invasion of Tibetan territory 
by a British force was calculated to 
involve a grave disturbance of the Central 
Asian situation, and was most unfortu- 
nate at that moment, when the Russian 
Government were disposed to enter into 
an amicable discussion of our relations at 
the various points where British and 
Russian interests were in contact. Well, 
I should have thought it would have been 
perfectly evident to the noble Lord that 
that statement had no reference to Tibet 
at all, It was not the Tibetan question 
that was going to be discussed amicably 
between the two Governments. I do not 
think that any word has fallen from the 
noble Marquess to suggest that we 
recognise that the Russian Government 
have any locus stundi in Tibet. 


*Lorp REAY: I did not state that I 
understood it had reference to Tibet. I 
only asked for some explanation. 


THe Eart or HARDWICKE: I beg 
the noble Lord’s pardon. I misunderstood 
him. I will pass from that. The noble 
Lord suggested that if the Tibetans wish 
to be exclusive there is no reason why 
they should not be, and that attempts at 
opening up commercial intercourse with 
them are really unnecessary, as there is 
not much trade to be developed. I cannot 
accept that suggestion for a moment, 
The Indian Government cannot, in the 
nature of things, be indifferent to the 
internal affairs of a country adjacent to 
India. Though questions such as tea 
duties, grazing rights, etc., are very im- 
portant matters and matters which, when 
they come to be discussed between the 
representatives of the Tibetans and the 
members of this mission, will no doubt 
have sufficient importance attached to 
them, there are matters of far greater 
importance than those to be considered. 
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I need only refer to this Blue-book 
to show that the Tibetans have 
refused to have any intercourse with 
us; but, on the other hand, they 
have been willing to have intercourse 
with another Power. We donot care 
whether the object of the mission sent 
from Tibet to St. Petersburg was com- 
mercial, political, or religious; it makes 
no difference to us. 
the result of that mission, and the result 
of the intercourse which has passed 
between the Tibetans and the Russians, 
has been to inspire the Tibetans with the 
feeling that they have the power of 
Russia behind them. They have said 
openly— 

**We do not fear England; we have Russia 
behind us.” 


That is a situation that the Indian 
Government and His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment could not tolerate for a moment, 
and for that reason we have found it 
necessary at this time to insist upon a 
final settlement being come to. Ifwe do 
not attach very much importance to the 
matters I have just referred to, I would 
ask the noble Lord, who is well acquainted 
with Indian feeling and Indian affairs, 
what Nepal would think of the British 
Government if we withheld our hand at 
the present time. Nepal has had rela- 
tions with Tibet for many years, and yet 
the Prime Minister, on behalf of the 
Government of Nepal, has urged the 
Government of India to take action, 
intimating that if the present strained 
relations are to continue the position will 
become intolerable. 


THe Ear, or ROSEBERY: Where 
is that ? 
THe Eart or HARDWICKE: Itisin 


the Prime Minister of Nepal’s letter. 
Then the noble Lord referred to the 
difficulties of the expedition owing to the 
season of the year. I am glad to say 
that the escort, so far as the men are 
concerned, have suffered very little. 
Every possible comfort that could be 
given to them to provide against the 
cold has been ungrudgingly given, and, 
though the loss in transport has been 
very heavy, I do not think that we have 


any reason to deplore the health and | 


well-being of the escort itself. With regard 
The Earl of Hardwicke. 
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But we know that ' 
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| to the telegram from Lord George Hamil- 


ton, in which it was laid down that no 
advance was to take place unless negotia- 
tions were broken off, I think the 


conditions were amply fulfilled by the 


circumstances of the case. Colonel 
Younghusband remained at Khambajong 
for weeks and months, but could not get 
anyone to negotiate with him. The 
Chinese Amban was always coming, but 
never came. He eventually found that 
his communications on the subject were 
not forwarded to Lhasa, and he claimed 
that his position there was hopeless, and 
that unless we took further action nothing 
would come of the mission. The noble 
Lord seemed to think that there was 
something unusual in our having an 
armed escort with this mission. I would 
inform him that such an escort accom- 
panied the Afghan Boundary Commission 
in 1885, the mission to Persia, and the 
Burma-China Frontier Commission in 
1897. Therefore there was nothing 
unusual in sending an armed escort with 
the Commission which has gone to Thibet 
for the purpose—the peaceful purpose—of 
making a convention. The noble Lord 
asked me whether Colonel Younghusband 
had any definite instructions. The 
purposes for which Colonel Younghusband 
is going to Gyangtse are clearly set out in 
the telegram of His Majesty’s Government, 
dated 28th May, 1903. In this telegram 
to the Viceroy it is stated that— 

“They (His Majesty’s Government) agree with 
you in desiring the promotion of trade facilities 
in Tibet, and a guarantee that the Tibetans 
shall be prevented from evading or rejecting 
engagements made on their behalf in any new 
treaty or convention. A procedure, therefore 
whereby both the Chinese and Tibetan Govern- 
ments will be bound by the acts of their repre- 
sentatives has their approval. They wish, 
however, that the negotiations should be 
restricted to questions concerning trade relations, 
the frontier, and grazing rights, and they 
desire that no proposal should be made for the 
establishment of a political agent, either at 
Gyangtse or at Lhasa.” - 


Those instructions seem to me very 
clear indeed, but they are amplified in 
the Blue-took, page 198, in a letter from 
the Government of India to Colonel 
Younghusband, and the instructions he 
therein receives are set out very fully. 
The noble Lord then asked what was 
the latest information we had from the 
mission. The latest information is con- 
tained in a telegram of 23rd February 





11: 


{ro 
is | 
wit 
mo 
im] 
nev 
me’ 
hac 
has 
has 
pea 
(Ger 
any 


I 
a fe 
and 
Tib 
igne 
obli 
sho 
our 
ove 
terr 
tlor 
des} 
Lor 
new 
thes 
the 
whi 
dest 
due 
refu 
fron 
lette 
as a 
to a 
do | 
Suz 
any 
Suz 
did 
Am] 
he | 
Aml 
cour 
avol 
that 
canr 
at 
resp 
and 
Brit 
awa: 
of th 
but 





@wwe bkweowwecrwe Ve leo weOlUWw 


th 


phe 





The Mission 


1129 


from Tuna, where Colonel Younghusband 
is at present. No information is given 
with regard to Colonel Younghusband’s 
movements, but the telegram contains an 
important and very satisfactory piece of 
news. It is that the Bhutan Envoy has 
met Colonel Younghusband and that they 
had no hostile intentions; and that he 
has also seen some Lhasa delegates and 
has urged them to come to a friendly and 
peaceful settlement with us. As regards 
(General Macdonald, we have not received 
any information from him of recent date. 


I hope the House will allow me to say 
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a few words as to the general question | 


and the grievances which we have against 
Tibet. We cannot forget that they have 
ignored for fourteen years their treaty 
obligations. A disposition has been 
shown in every possible way to thwart 
our trade with Tibet. We cannot pass 
over the encroachments made on our 
territories, nor can we ignore the destruc- 
tion of our boundary pillars. The 
despatch of Lord Elgin’s which the noble 
Lord referred to was written when the 
news first arrived of the destruction of 
these pillars. He will find later on in 
the Blue-book a more ample account 
which shows conclusively that the 
destruction of the boundary pillars was 
due to the Tibetans. The Tibetans have 
refused to receive any communication 
from us. The Viceroy has written three 
letters, and the noble Lord puts forward, 
as a reason for the Dalai Lama refusing 
to answer them, that he was unable to 
(do so because he was pledged to the 
Suzerain Power not to receive or write 
any letters without the consent of the 
Suzerain. But why is it that the Lama 
did not ask the permission of the Chinese 
Amban to receive and answer them? If 
he had asked permission I am sure the 
Amban would have given it, and this 
course of action, if taken, might have 
avoided some of the misunderstandings 
that have arisen. The Government also 
cannot forget that while our officers were 
at Khambajong they did not receive 
respectful treatment from the Tibetans, 
and the Tibetans 
British subjects, who, as far as we are 
aware, have not been released. Rumours 
of their being tortured came to our notice, 
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The latest news which we have is con- 
tained in the Blue-book. It is a letter 
dated 25th October to Colonel Young- 
husband. It shows conclusively the 
power that the Chinese Amban, as a 
representative of the Suzerain, is capable 
of exercising in Tibet, and how little the 
Government can expect to get from China 
in this matter. 


The final and most pointed request of 
the noble Lord was that the Government 
should give a pledge that Colonel Young- 
husband would not go further than 
Gyangtse. I can only state, in reply, that 
His Majesty’s Government are not pre- 
pared to make any definite announcement 
on that subject. The instructions of His 
Majesty’s Government to Colonel Young- 
husband are contained in this Blue-book. 
At the present time his objective is 
Gyangtse, and the question whether he goes 
further than Gyangtse must rest with the 
Tibetans themselves. I believe that 
Colonel Younghusband will shortly ad- 
vance, and we trust that the Dalai Lama 
of Lhasa and his monastic advisers will 
yet recognise the peaceful object of our 
mission, that they will not oppose our 
advance, that the belated Chinese Amban, 
who has been since December, 1902, 
on his way, will be there to meet 
Colonel Younghusband, accompanied 
by responsible and duly accredited 
envoys of the Lamas, and_ that 
they will be prepared to discuss 
frankly and fairly the proposals which 
Colonel Younghusband has been in- 
structed to submit. The Tibetans 
themselves have shown that they are 
most anxious to be on friendly terms 
with us. They have come forward will- 
ingly and eagerly to supply our mission, 
when they have been allowed to, with 
all their requirements; but I would 
point out to the noble Lord, who asked 
why we did not use the Tibetans in 
order to get influence with the Dalai 
Lama at Lhasa, that though they are 
very anxious and willing to be friendly 
with us they are- afraid of its being 
known at Lhasa. Consequently I do 


' not think we shall have much chance of 
have arrested two | 


coming into closer touch with the monas- 


‘tic Government of Lhasa through the 


_may be toward us. 


Tibetan people, however friendly they 
If the Dalai Lama 


but we have had no confirmation of that. | prefers to appeal to the arbitrament of 
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must necessarily accept that challenge. 


wanting of the generous patience that 
has been displayed by the Government 
of India, and by the Government at home, 
towards the procrastinating attitude of 
the Tibetans and the non possumus 
attitude of the Chinese during the last 
fourteen years, and more especially dur- 
ing the last few months. Nor do I think 
that evidence is wanting to show that 
Colonel Younghusband will do nothing to 
provoke a conflict. His instructions are 
contained in the last telegram in this Blue- 
book. No hostile action must be taken 
by bim unless he is attacked or finds that 
there is actual danger of his communi- 
cations with his base being cut off by the 
Tibetans. His Majesty’s Government 
believe that those instructions will be 
rigidly adhered te by Colonel Young- 
husband, in whose forbearance, judgment, 
and capacity they place every confidence. 
I cannot foretell the future, nor can I 
say whether the Tibetans will oppose 
our advance or not. I can only hope 
that the historian of the future 
will be able to write that the desire 
of Warren Hastings to promote 
friendly relations and commercial 
intercourse with the neighbours of our 
greatest dependency was attained 130 
years later under the able administration 
of Lord Curzon 


*Tue Marquess or RIPON: My Lords, 
I quite share the aspiration of the noble 
Earl who has just sat down, that the 
friendliest relations should be maintained 
between the Government of India and 
the people of Tibet. But, my Lords, the 
question that is really raised by these 
Papers is, what are the methods by which 
His Majesty’s Government are going to 
attempt to arrive at that desirable con- 
clusion? The noble Earl in the com- 
meacement of his speech said that the 
policy of His Majesty’s Government was 
identical with the policy of my noble 
friend Lord Elgin. The policy of my 
noble friend who preceded Lord Curzon 
in respect to this question of Tibet was 
marked, as all those who have read these 
Papers will, I am sure, admit, by modera- 
tion and prudence. 


Government, as distinct from the policy 
The Earl of Hardwicke. 
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the sword and to provoke hostilities we | 


I will allow that. 
fora long time the policy of His Majesty’s | 
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of the Government of India, was upon 


| the lines of the policy of my noble friend 
But I do not think that evidence is | 


Lord Elgin. But I cannot for amoment 
agree, and I do not think that anybody 
who has looked at the Papers will be of 
the opinion, that the policy of Lord 
Curzon has ever been upon this 
question identical with the policy of 
my noble friend Lord Elgin. Lord 
Curzon entered upon his duties as Viceroy 
in January, 1899. On 30th March he 
drafted his first despatch to the Secretary 
of State for India upon the affairs of 
Tibet, andI venture to say that it is im- 
possible for anyone to maintain that there 
was not a most marked distinction of tone 
and of intention between that despatch 
and those which had proceeded from the 
Government of Lord Elgin. And it is 
mainly the anxiety which the apparent 
policy of Lord Curzon has created in my 


mind which leads meto make some 
observations on the present state of 
things. 


Perhaps I may be permitted to say 
that throughout the whole of the Govern- 
ment of Lord Curzon this is the first 
occasion, either in Parliament or out of 
it, upon which I have ever said a word 
of criticism of his Government. It is not 
a pleasant task for one who has been 
Viceroy of India to indulge in criticisms 
of a successor. I had believed that Lord 
Curzon, if he ever held, as I think he 
once did, what are called the doctrines of 
the forward policy in India, learnt very 
soon after he became Viceroy how unwise 
and how dangerous that policy was, and 
had decided to proceed upon much 
sounder principles; but, unfortunately, 
this Blue-book shows us that that was a 
mistake in regard to Lord Curzon’s 
intention, and that if he did not pursue 
the forward policy in Afghanistan he was 
unfortunately all along endeavouring to 
pursue that policy towards the frontier 
of Tibet. There is the most remarkable 
similarity between the various efforts of 
the friends of the forward policy in the 
past and the views which have been 
expressed by Lord Curzon in regard to 
Tibet. Every step in that policy has 
been inspired by a Russian scare. The 
first fatal Afghan war began on those 
grounds and terminated as unhappily, we 
all know very well. In the case of the 


first Afghan war there was a live Russia 
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agent. He was disavowed by his Govern- 
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ment and put an end to his own life. On | 


the second occasion, too, there was also 
alive Russian agent. But we have now 
nothing more than rumours of a Russian 
agent. There is no proof in these Papers 
that any Russian agent has been to 
Lhasa. Accertain deputation went to 
St. Petersburg, but I do not think it 
can be maintained that that deputation 
was sent with the authority of the 
Government of Lhasa. 


It is proposed to send an agent—a 
British agent—to reside at the head- 
quarters of the State. The agent in the 
present case is proceeding without an 
army, though with an escort—an escort 
which I readily admit, if he is going to 
Lhasa without the cordial consent of the 
Government there, is a Very necessary 
accompaniment. My fear is that you 
may be undertaking it with too small, 
rather than with too large a force. Those 
proceedings, from the beginning to the 
end, have always been injurious and con- 
trary to the true interests of India, at 
least according to the views which ever 
since I paid ary attention to Indian 
affairs I have always held, and which I 
think our past experience has proved to 
be correct. The demand for a permanent 
British agent at the capital of the 
country concerned is, I venture to think, 
the most fatal of all the proposals. 
have sacrificed precious lives in the past. 
Are you going to send to Lhasa somebody 
else——after you have forced the people of 
Tibet to accept your policy—to stay there 
under those circumstances which have led 
in the past to such fatal and unhappy 
results ? The noble Earl says that the only 
alternative to the policy of the Govern- 
ment is the policy of isolation, which, if it 
be accepted, would involve the fortification 
of the northern frontier of India. Fortify 
our northern frontier against whom ? 
Does the noble Earl really think that 
these Tibetans are likely to invade the 
Empire of India? Then who are you 
afraid of? It is the Power, the fear of 
Whom inspires all these proceedings of 
the forward policy. But do you really 
think that any European Power, or any 
Power in its senses, would ever invade 
India through Tibet, over the highest 
mountains in the world? No, my Lords, 
I am certain there is no European Power 
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silly enough to try that game. The 


invasion, if it ever comes—and I believe 
it to be one of the most difficult and 
tremendous undertakings that could ever 
be entered upon by any great Power— 
will come from the West of India, not 
from the North or the East; and there- 
fore I do most sincerely hope that, 
whatever may be the results of these 
proceedings. the noble Earl’s remark with 
regard to the proposal to fortify —— 


Toe Eart or HARDWICKE: I 
apologise for interrupting the noble 
Marquess, but what I said was that that 
was an alternative policy. I said it was 
a policy that had never been suggested 
or considered by anyone. 


*Tue Marquess or RIPON: I am 
quite sure that the policy never has been 
considered, and I am equally certain 
that, if it was, it never would be adopted. 
The noble Earl says he put it as the 
alternative policy. I say it is an 
impossible policy, and that it would be 
a stupid policy. 


THe Ear, or HARDWICKE: Hear 
hear! 


*Tue Marquess or RIPON: Then you 
say that the Tibetans hamper your trade. 
I will not go into any discussion at this 
moment as to the value of that trade; 
but it is not much. It might be de- 
veloped, I quite agree. Isee in the Blue- 
book certain representations from friends 
of mine at Bradford—from the Bradford 
Chamber of Commerce—on the subject. 
I do not doubt that if you establish 
friendly relations with Tibet you may 
develop your trade. But, in the first 
place, I would venture to say that the 
course which Lord Curzon wishes to pur- 
sue is not the best one for establishing 
friendly relations with Tibet ; and, in the 
next place, while I desire the utmost 
development of our trade and commerce 
in every part of the world, while I admit 
that in these days it is a foremost duty 
of the Government to do all that they can 
to advance and develop our commerce, 
I hold strongly to the view that it is un- 
just to attempt to do it by the agency of 
force. I know that when I say that | 
am out of harmony with a considerable 
body of public opinion in this country, 
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but it is my deliberate opinion, and, as it 
involves considerations of right and wrong, 
I am afraid I am not likely to change it. 
I have held it for a great many years. 
In all these cases—more, of course, now 
than sixty or seventy years ago—there is 
a strange admixture on the part of those 
who desire to promote the forward policy 
of political and trade reasons. First one 
is put forward, and then the other. I 
confess that, looking at these Papers, I 
believe—and I think it is consistent with 
the character of the noble Lord—that 
political considerations weigh most with 
Lord Curzon ; but as in these days those 
considerations have not the force they 
had at one time with public opinion, trade 
considerations are added to them, but 
that does not, in my opinion, change the 
fundamental error of a policy of this 
kind. You cannot by force make people 
vour friends. If you get to Lhasa and 
force your treaty upon the Tibetan 
people you will throw their sympathies in 
the opposite direction. Instead of coming 
down to the South they will turn to the 
North. You say that they have threatened 
to do so already. I dare say they 
have. The noble Earlshakes hishead. I 
understood him to say that what they 
felt was that if we attacked them they 
had Russia behind them. If it is not 
so I am very glad. 





I have said that up to a certain time, 
even indeed to « late period, it would be 
quite correct to say that the policy of His 
Majesty’s Government at home was very 
much inaccordance with the policy of my 
noble friend Lord Elgin. Ithink we owe 
much gratitude to Lord George Hamilton 
for the manner in which he steadily re- 
sisted the proposals for advance which 
came fromthe Government of India. He 
fought a long and a firm battle. At the 
last moment, under circumstances, no 
doubt, of considerable difficulty, he did 
give acertain kind of consent toa portion 
of Lord Curzon’s proposals, though not, 
I think, to his general policy in regard to 
this question. I know, of course, that it 
is very difficult for a Secretary of State 
for India to resist perpetually and con- 
tinually the pressure and the demands of 
the Government of India. Ihave myself 


been both Secretary of State for India 
and Viceroy of India, and so I speak with 
a certain impartiality in regard to the 
matter; but this I will say, that while I 


The Marquess of Ripon. 
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have always thought that it was a sound 
principle that in almost all matters of 
internal administration the Secretary of 
State should leave the largest discretion 
to the Viceroy in Council, I draw this 
broad distinction—and I think the noble 
Marquess will agree with me—that the 
Government at home are bound to exer- 
cise a close control over any matters which 
relate to international affairs. Therefore 
Lord George Hamilton was fully justified 
in resisting these proposals ashe did. At 
the same time, I quite understand how 
difficult it may have been to him to fight 
the battle to the last. 


What you have to look at in this case 
and in all these cases is, that once you em- 
bark on this forward policy you are pushed 
on step by step. Colonel Younghusband 
goes forward; he occupies the Chumbi 
Valley; he presses for advance, and step 
by step you are brought to a position 
in which I quite admit resistance is very 
difficult. Lord George Hamilton, after 
he had sent that last telegram, retired 
from office. I am not going to make any 
hostile criticism in regard to Mr. Brod- 
rick’s proceedings; but Iam sorry to see 
that he has gone further than Lord 
George Hamilton even in his last telegram. 
Mr. Brodrick shows, by his telegrams, that 
he desires to restrain Lord Curzon from 
his proposed advance as much as possible, 
and in that respect he is right. But the 
difficulty is that when you have got a 
considerable way into Tibetan country it 
becomes exceedingly difficult, unless 
special circumstances should arise, to call a 
halt, and togo back. I dothink that there 
are at the present moment circumstances 
which call loudly for the suspension o! 
these proceedings, and that is the reason 
why I think my noble friend Lord Reay 
has dene good service in bringing this 
subject before your Lordships’ notice at 
the present time. The state of affairs in 
the Far East is socritical as to make any 
step on the part of the Government of 
India of much greater importance and 
more liable to create difficulties than it 
would be under ordinary conditions. | 
suppose it is our policy to maintain the 
integrity and independence of China, and 
to set ourselves, so far as we can, against 
any step on the part of any Power to 
interfere with that independence or 
threaten that integrity. It behoves us, 
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therefore, to be very careful that at such | 


} 


a moment we do not give an opportunity 
to any other Power to say that we are. 
interfering with China, or threatening the 
independence of any portion of her country. 
I know very well that His Majesty’s 
Government haveno intention whatever, 
according to their declarations—and I 
believe them to be perfectly sincere—of 
occupying Tibet, of annexing Tibet, or 
of interfering with the suzerainty of 
China over Tibet. But, my Lords, we 
had yesterday very curious proof of the 
statements which are made by those 
whom the noble Earl the First Lord of 
the Admiralty very rightly referred to as 
persons animated by hostility to this 
country. We know how they have been 
seizing of late, on the most unfounded 
grounds, every opportunity that they 
could find of attempting to embroil us 
with Russia. Surely it would be highly 
inadvisable that at such a moment as 
this you should give any opportunity for 
the circulation of false statements as to 
our intentions in regard to Tibet. I 
cannot think of anything that might be 
likely to lead to more serious difficulties 
or His Majesty’s Government than to 
create, at a time when the Russian people 
are naturally excited about the present 
war, any idea that we were attempting 
to steal a march upon them, and to under- 
‘ake arrangements with Tibet which 
they would think in any way threatening 
tothem. They have no right there; our 
right there is a little shadowy; but, 
whatever that may be, the Russians have 
no right there at all. I say that broadly 
and distinctly; but, nevertheless, they 
have an interest there, and I think it is 
a great mistake to proceed with this 
policy at this time. It would be insane 
to attempt to stretch the frontiers of 
India in that direction. To the north- 
east of India you have a great mountain 
barrier. Keep behind that barrier; do 
not attempt to go beyond it, and 
you will be safe. No one will invade 
you over those mountains, and India| 
is quite large enough without any 
further extension of her frontier. 


There is only one more point with which | 
I would trouble your Lordships, and 
Which the noble Earl who has just sat | 
down naturally did not allude to—I, 
mean the communication which is to. 
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be found in the noble Marquess’s de- 


'spatch to Mr. Spring-Rice in regard to 


his conversation with Count Bencken- 
dorff. I do not wish to ask for any 
information that it might be contrary to 
the public interest to give; but as the 
noble Marquess has thought fit to in- 
clude a statement of that conversation 
in these Papers and in his letter to Mr. 
Spring-Rice there is no contradic- 
tion, that I can find, as to the accuracy 
of the statement made by Count 
Benckendorff—the House, I am sure, 
would be very glad if he would give as 
much information as he properly can in 
regard to the nature of those prospective 
negotiations to which Count Bencken- 
dorff alluded. 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: My 
Lords, I am afraid I owe some apology 
to your Lordships for intervening even 
for a moment in a debate which would 
seem naturally to be confined to the 
Indian potentates of this House. But 
the Papers which have been presented to 
Parliament have impr-ssed my mind with 
a very deep sense of the gravity of this 
question—one which cannot be discussed 
quite fully in public, but which at any rate 
bears in its circumstances so melancholy 
a resemblance to that first war in 
Afghanistan which was conducted under 
the late Lord Lytton, that it must give 
all those whose minds and memories recur 
to the past, serious grounds of misgiving 
when they see once more His Majesty’s 
Government proceeding in the same direc- 
tion to an end which, I venture to say, 
they cannot see themselves. And here I 
must express my difference from one 
remark in the speech to my noble friend 
who has just sat down. He urges on 
the Government with great emphasis, 


‘and with all the authority of an ex- 


Viceroy of India, that these operations 
should now be suspended and withdrawn. 
I do not say that I wish that that were 
not possible, but I am convinced that 


things have gone so far that it is no 


longer possible. The mission having 
been sent out, for good or for evil, it 
must not be recalled without some sub- 
stantive result and without leaving some 


firm impression on the Tibetan mind and 


imagination which may secure, at any 
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rate to some extent, the object which the | 


Government have in view. 


I confess I am surprised at the speech 
of the Under-Secretary, who endeavoured 
to found an argument of continuity of 
policy with regard to Tibet which 
seemed to lead us into the regions of 
fancy and to neglect that firm rock of 
historical fact which is so necessary in a 
statement of this kind. The noble Earl 
alluded to the mission of Bogle, under 
the auspices of Warren Hastings, and 
the subsequent mission of Turner to 
Shigatse. Thenhe went to the mission of 
Mr. Macaulay in 1885, and said that there 
was a continuity of policy on the part of 
Governments since the time of Warren 
Hastings. But he omits to note the fact 
that there is a gap of at least a century. 
He takes two isolated dates separated by 
a century and imagines that there was 
a continuity of policy with regard to 
Tibet between those two dates. I 
venture to say that, broadly speaking, 
the policy of His Majesty’s Government 
with regard to Tibet between those 
two dates was a policy of respecting the 
isolation of Tibet, and of not endeavour- 
ing in any way to interfere in its auto- 
nomy and separate existence. A gap of 
a century isa serious thing in a continuity 
of policy which only began towards the 
end of the 18th century, and I do not 
think that the claim is sufficiently sub- 
stantiated by the facts the noble Earl 
breught forward. He referred to the 
mission of Mr. Macaulay. Now I re- 
member that expedition very well. I 
did not know that it was going to be 
referred to, or I should have rubbed up 
my recollections, but in any case I re- 
member enough to state certain broad 
facts. The mission of Mr. Macaulay was 
the hobby of two very gifted men who 
have now both passed away; one was 
Mr. Macaulay himself, and the other 
was Lord Randolph Churchill. Lord 
Randolph Churchill was greatly set on this 
expedition, and Mr. Macaulay, a very 
gifted man, persuaded him that in the 
interests of British commerce such an 
expedition was necessary. The noble 
Earl says that the expedition would 
have taken place at the invitation— 
or with the sanction, was it ?—of the 
Chinese Government. 


The Earl of Rosebery. 
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Tue Eart or HARDWICKE: With 
the authority. 


Tue Eart or ROSEBERY: I think 
that is very possibly true. The Chinese 
Government is a weak Government, with 
an authority which it cannot always 
vindicate—especially, as the Blue-book 
shows, in Tiket—and it may have given 
its authority to that expedition. But 
I was in office in the succeeding year, 
and had to deal with the Chinese Govern- 
ment in a convention in respect of Burma, 
which was of great importance to us for 
securing our rights and authority in 
that province. I shall never forget the 
anguish, if I may use the expression, 
with which the Chinese Government 
pressed on us the abandonment of that 
expedition; and the abandonment of 
that expedition was one of the main 
factors in securing that convention, so 
much importance did the Chinese Govern- 
ment, which had given a nominal sanction 
to it a year before, attach to its abandon- 
ment. And why did the Chinese Govern- 
ment attach so much importance to its 
abandonment? Because it knew very 
well what is the position of Tibet. The 
position of Tibet is unique. It is the 
most interesting country left in the world; 
it is a huge monastery inhabited by a 
nation of monks, with a subject popula- 
tion inhabiting the most inhospitable 
region in the world, in the worst climate 
which is habitable by human beings. 
These people have secured their isola- 
tion not for centuries but for tens of 
centuries; and it has been the policy of 
their neighbours to respect that isolation, 
partly I hope from sentiments of venera- 
tion and the traditions of antiquity, and 
partly owing to the very undesirable 
nature of the country which they 
inhabit. 


There is little or no commerce to be 
got out of Tibet. My noble friend, with 
the impulse of a generous nature, said that 
our commerce might be extended. Our 
commerce undoubtedly could be extended 
there, because it is not so great that it 
is unsusceptible of expansion. It is oi 
the most meagre kind. But when you 
come to wish to expand a commerce of 
a narrow kind in a country which does 
not want you or your commerce, it is 
wise to count the cost. If I were 4 
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hostile critic, which I am not, of the 
attitude taken up in these Papers, if I 
wanted to bring the whole matter into 
ridicule, I should say that the readers of 
these Papers who were not behind the 
scenes, would gather that the whole 
object of the policy of the Indian 
Government in what they have done was 
to make people drink Indian tea who 
did not like Indian tea and did not want 
Indian tea. I venture to say that the 
first hundred pages cor something like 
that of this Blue-book are devoted 
entirely to the desire and ambition of 
the Indian Government to impose the 
drinking of Indian tea on a people which 
prefers Chinese tea. 
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There are, no doubt, other causes 
which are urged as grounds for the ex- 
pedition which has been sent. There 
is the neglect of the Sikkim Treaties; 
there is the destruction of two posts; 
there is the capture of two dubious and 
anonymous British subjects. When we 
think of how many hundreds of millions 
of British subjects there are in India, it 
is somewhat difficult to trace who these 
British subjects are. But what I ven- 
ture to say of all these causes is that 
they are very suitable causes for a 
quarrel if you want to pick one, but they 
are not causes for a great nation to em- 
bark in an unknown expedition of this kind 
without the gravest reasons of another 
kind which they do not put forward. I 
am the more strengthened in this opinion 
because it is the opinion of His Majesty’s 
Government. I do not know whether it 
is possible to put the case of the Govern- 
ment in a more terse and admirable way 
than it is putin the despatch of Lord 
George Hamilton, who we lament for so 
many reasons is no longer a Minister 
of the Crown. He there says that— 

“Tn the event of coercion becoming necessary 
the military situation will have to be considered. 
The proposakto advance far into the interior is 
regarded with grave misgiving by His Majesty’s 
Government, who are disposed to think that the 
fact that we are in earnest may be sufficiently 
brought home to the Tibetans by the occupation 
of the Chumbi Valley in the first instance.” 

That is the last reluctant struggle of 
the home Government against an im- 
perious Viceroy. Unfortunately, the 
sands of Lord George Hamilton’s Ministry 
Were running extremely low, and in the 
last ten days of September—I do not 
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remember if he had then vacated his 
office—a change of attitude took place. 
On the Ist of October the Indian Secre- 
tary telegraphs that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, having again considered the 
position— 

“Are now prepared, if the complete rupture 
of negotiations prove inevitable, to authorise 
not only the occupation of the Chumbi Valley, 
but also the advance, if it can be made with 
safety, of the mission to Gyangtse.” 


That was the surrender of His Majesty’s 
Government, as it seems to me, to the 
Viceroy; and I think if any one looks 
through the Blue-book up to that point. 
and particularly after the despatch on 
page 150, which is the most explicit of 
the despatches in which Lord Curzon lays 
down his policy, he will agree with me in 
thinking that it was with the greatest 
possible reluctance and only in, I will not 
say obedience, but in deference, to the 
strong and energetic impulsion of Lord 
Curzon that this policy was ever adopted. 
There is only one other remark which I 
have to make with regard to this Blue- 
book. It is with regard to the transaction 
with Russia. We are always ina state 
of great suspicicn of Russia and Russia is 
always in a state of not less complete 
suspicion of ourselves. I cannot find the 
reference in the Blue-book at this moment, 
but assurances were given to the Russian 
Government which seemed to cover a 
denial of our expedition into Tibet, and 
almost immediately afterwards we re- 
ceived the announcement from India that 
the expedition to Tibet was taking place. 
It is almost needless to say that our 
assurance was given in perfect good faith ; 
but, at the same time, it is unfortunate 
that it should have been given so short a 
time—only a fortnight, I think—before 
the expedition took place. 


I have said that I do not think there is 
anything in the Papers which really 
justifies the despatch of this expedition 
into Tibet, unless for other reasons you 
wished to send one there. Some of the 
arguments of Colonel Younghusband are 
not entitled to serious attention. He 
addresses them to the Tibetans, whose 
intellects he evidently does not rate verv 
highly; and when they complain of his 
advance with an armed escort, which, of 
course, is necessary under the circum- 
stances, into their territory to negotiate. 


2Q 
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Colonel Younghusband seeks to reassure distance, seems to me to have been an 
them by telling them that they are hos- | 
pitably received in Indian territory when | 


they come to negotiate. But he forgets 
to mention the important and indispen- 
sable difference between the two cases, 
for when the Tibetans have come into 
Indian territory they have come there by 
invitation, and in this case our troops 
certainly have not gone there on invita- 
tion. There is only one _ justifi- 
cation, in my judgment, for the policy of 
His Majesty’s 
the question, which I know must * 
with the g greatest deli« 
= any ur 


ve treated 
acy, of w hethor thene 
verstanding between Russia and 
Tibet which might be of a character 
dangerous to our.interestsin Asia. Iam 
not one of those who hold that because the 
Asiatic dominions of Russia are a thousand 
milesfrom Tibet that altogether deprives 
the relations of Russia and Tibet of their 
significance or might render them quite 
harmless to our interests in that region. 
My view is founded on this—that the 
authority of the Lama isnot a secular but 
a spiritual one. That is the reason why 
the Chinese, I suspect, attach so 
much importance to their connection 
with the Lama and their connection with 
Tibet; and I am not learned enough 
to know how far that spiritual authority 
of the Dalai Lama really extends through 
China and the Asiatic dominions of 
Russia. But it does, no doubt, extend to 
a very considerable region; and therefore 
the Dalai Lama and his authority is to 
Russia, and it is to ourselves, as it is to 
China, a matter of great significance and 
importance. 


Now, of course, I accept the denial of 
the Russian Government that there is no 
agreement or treaty between Russia and 


Tibet. There is an article in one of the 
monthly magazines, I think it is the 


Contemporary Review, signed by a name 
which is not known to me, which categori- 
cally states that such a treaty has been 
signed and that a friend of the author’s 
was actually present at the signature. I 
can attach no authority to a statement of 
that kind where I do not know the posi- 
tion of the persen who makes it; but I 
must say that I attach considerable 
weight to the Tibetan Embassy to St. 
Petersburg. The Tibetan Embassy to 
St. Petersburg, from the very reason of 
The Burl of Rosebery. 
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act unwarranted by considerations of 
neighbourly amity, which therefore 


}assumes a political significance which 


it is not very easy to overlook. 


I do not think there is anything in 


the Blue-book beyond the Tibetan 
Embassy which need cause us serious 
disquietude with regard tothe relations of 
Russia and Tibet. The boast of the 


Tibetans that was quoted by the Under. 


Secretary is, I thin. boast which was 
“mply related by Colonel Younghusband 
asa matter of gossip, andis, afterall, even 
if used, probably a matter, may I say of 
bluff, to which it is not necessary to attach 
any serious importance. The Tibetan 
Embassy to St. Petersburg is, I think, a 
serious symptom; and if the noble Mar- 
quess can, without indiscretion, give us 
any information as to that most material 
point with regard to our whole Tibetan 
policy—the relations of Russia and 
Lhasa—I confess I shall be very glad 
that this discussion has taken place. 


*Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LanspowneE): My Lords, the noble Mar- 
quess who spoke last but one delivered 
an eloquent speech in condemnation of a 
policy that His Majesty’s Government 
have not only not adopted, but, in the 
pages of this Blue-book, have gone out of 
their way todisclaim. The noble Marquess 
has discovered in Lord Curzon’s Tibetan 
policy an example of that forward policy 
which he so greatly abhors, and which 
he so often and so earnestly decries. I 
have often heard policies denounced as 
being illustrations of a forward policy 
which did not appear to me in the least 
to deserve to be so stigmatised. In this 
case I think the expression is very much 
misapplied. This Blue-book sets out 
clearly the circumstances under which we 
became involved in this Tibetan diff 
culty, and I am bound to say that I 
believe you may search history in vain 
for a case in which a powerful and 
civilised Power has dealt more patiently 
or more indulgently with a barbarous or 
semi-barbkarous neighbour. There have 
been two questions between ourselves and 
the Tibetans—the question of trade and 
the question of frontier. I will freely 
admit that, to my mind, the question of 
trade deserves a secondary place only in 
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these transactions. I do not, on the other 
hand, wish to treat considerations founded 
upon the development of trade with 
disrespect; because we who have been 
at the Foreign Office know very well 
that our fellow-countrymen regard 
it as one of the principal duties be- 
longing to us to see that no efforts are 
spared to develop the trade of this country 
in all parts of the world, and we are, 


rightly Ithink, taken to task whenever | 


we neglect such an opportunity. 


But it is quite true that in this case the 
trade for which we are struggling is nota 
very extensive or valuable trade. At any 
rate, I entirely agree with the noble 
Marquess and the noble Earl on the Cross 
Benches when they repudiate the idea of 
endeavouring to force trade, whether it be 


extensive or not extensive, at the point of | 


the bayonet, upon people who do not 
want to trade with us. The question of 
the frontier is of an entirely different 
nature. I think it must be borne in 
upon us that in many parts of the world 


these frontier questions are forced upon | 


us in circumstances from which there is | 
If you have two uncivilised | 


ho escape. 
countries conterminous, they rather like 


not to have a settled frontier; you will | 


find that certain regions belong at one | { am merely showing that our policy with 


time to one Power and at another to its 
neighbour, and sometimes they even owe 
allegiance simultaneously to two different 
Powers. But these arrangements are not 
convenient or acceptable when an 
uncivilised country marches with a civilised 


Ey ae at is > case whic -On- 
Power; and that is the case which con ‘close to the spot at which they had en- 


fronts us in Tibet. Is it the case, as the 


noble Earl who introduced this subject | 


suggests, that we have dealt with this 
frontier question in a spirit other than a 
spirit of patience and conciliation? Isay the 
whole history of this transaction is a his- 
tory of British patience and forbearance. 


were described to the House by my noble 
frend Lord Hardwicke; but your 
Lordships will remember that after | 
the invasion of Sikkim by Tibet in 
1886—I see the noble Lord puts on an 
expression of astonishment, but in 1886, 
the Tibetans did invade Sikkim and | 
occupied a position twelve miles on the 
Sikkim side of the frontier. When that 
Invasion occurred, there was no im- | 
patience shown on our side. We gave | 
them two years grace before we turned | 


{26 Fespruary 1904} 








| 


| 


to Tibet. 1146 


them out, as we were obliged to turn 
them out, at the point of the bayonet. 
From that time it was our object to 
make a friendly and neighbourly arrange- 
ment with the Tibetans, and such an 
arrangement was attempted in 1890, 
when the convention of that year was 
entered into. On that occas on, again, 
we were careful to avoid forcing our 
trade upon the Tibetans, because, 
whereas we insisted upon an immediate 
settlement with regard to the frontier, 
we allowed the question of trade to 
stand over for the time, and no attempt 
was made to deal with it until 1893. I 
think it was the noble Earl on the Cross 
Benches who said that the policy of the 
Indian Government was to be explained 
by their desire to force Indian tea upon 
Tibetan consumers. So little was that 
the case that in 1893, at the request of 
the Chinese, with whom we were then 


| negotiating, we dropped the question of 
| tea, for I, think, no less than five years. 


| patience and conciliation. 


Tue Eart or ROSEBERY: That was 


under the late Government. 


*THe Mareuess or LANSDOWNE:>- 


regard to trade has been a policy o! 
What was 
our reward for this patience? The 
boundary pillars were destroyed; and not 
only was trade not allowed to us, but the 
Tibetans came down and built a wall 


gaged that a trade mart should be estab- 
lished. We have heard of tariff walls, but 
this was not a tariff wall, it was a stone 
wall. It was because of the failure of this 
policy of patience that His Majesty’s 
Government reluctantly came to the con- 


' clusion that it was necessary to accept the 
I will not go over the events as they 


suggestion of the Government of India and 
to have recourse to a mere vigorous 
policy. The conditions under which we 
agreed to that policy are set out in this 
Blue-book; andI must say Ido not think 


| that anything could have been more care- 


ful than the limitations and precautions 


subject to which that policy 


was 


| sanctioned. 


The noble Lord asked us to explain 
what it was that Colonel Younghusband’s 
mission was intended to obtain for us. I 

2Q2 
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will answer that question. 
tion of 1890 was repudiated by the 
Tibetans upon the ground that they had 
nt been properly consulted with regard to 
it. Asa matter of fact, I believe that a 
Tibetan official accompanied the Chinese 
Amban who negotiated the treaty, but 
they have persistently repudiated 
these obligations. We desire that 
new convention should be entered 
into between the Government of India 
on the one hand, and the Tibe- 
tans and the Chine:e, as the suzerain 
Power, upon the other. That is the 
object of this mission, and we intend to 
attain it. As to the aggressive tendencies 
which we are alleged to have exhibited, 
I cannot help thinking that we have 
a right to call, if I may say so, as 
witnesses to character, the representa- 
tives of the two adjoining States of 
Nepal and Bhotan, whose attitude has 
been referred to during the course of this 
debate. Bhotan is an independent State 
immediately adjoining the Indian frontier. 
I believe we pay a small subsidy to 
the Bhotanese Government, but we never 
interfere with them. In the same way 
Nepal is an independent State. We keep 
anagentthere. But there isnointerference 
with internal Nepalese affairs, with the 
result that we are on most friendly terms 
with that State, and we are allowed to 
recruit within it those gallant Gurkha 
soldiers who add so much to the strength 
of the ‘ndian Army. It is perfectly clear 
that if we have been able to maintain this 
soit of relations with Bhotan and Nepal, 
it is not necessary to impute to us sinister 
designs upon our Tibetan neighbours. 


The noble Lord who spoke first referred 
to the relations of Tibet with China, and 
quoted and condemned very roundly 
Lord Curzon’s statement that the suzer- 
ainty of China over Thibet might be re- 
garded as a constitutional fiction. Lord 
Curzon, in the words which follow, ex- 
plains very distinctly what he meant by 
that statement. Lord Curzon says that 
what he calls this constitutional fiction-— 

“Has been maintained only because of its 
convenience to both parties. China is always 
ready to break down the barriers of ignorance 
and obstruction and to open Tibet to the civilis- 
ing influence of trade; but her pious wishes are 
defeated by the short-sighted stupidity of the 
Lamas. In the same way Tibet is only too 
anxious to meet our advances, but she is 
prevented from doing so by the despotic veto of 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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the suzerain. This solemn farce has been re- 
enacted with a frequency thatseems never to 
deprive it of its attractions or its power to 
impose.” 

That is- a perfectly accurate account 
of the value for all practical purposes 
of the suzerainty of China when you 
come to attempt to make ita basis for 
dealing with the Tibetans. But such as 
the suzerainty of China is, we desire to 
respect it; we do not wish to minimise 
it. On the contrary, we have throughout 
these long negotiations constantly leant 
on the suzerainty of China, and spared 
no pains tocarry the Chinese Government 
with us at every step. At this moment 
whatever is being done in Tibet is being 
done with the knowledge and concurrence 
of the Chinese Government. They are 
not always punctual in their arrange- 
ments; their representatives do not 
always arrive on the scene at the hour 
when they are most wanted. But that 
does not in the least affect the accuracy 
of my statement that the Chinese Govern- 
ment is a party to the transactions now 


in progress, . 


I now come to a much more delicate 
and difficult subject which has been 
touched upon by speakers to-night—I 
mean the relations between Tibet and 
Russia. The attitude of His Majesty’s 
Government in regard to this question 
is, I think, explained with sufficient 
clearness in the despatches published in 
the Blue-book and giving an account of the 
communications that passed ketween the 
representative of the Russian Govern- 
ment and the representative of the British 
Foreign Office. Ido not desire to add 
to or to take away from what was stated 
in these despatches. Our view is that 
the independence of Tibet should be 
recognised, but that if any other Power 
is to exercise a preponderance in that 
country, that Power can only be Great 
Britain. We have made that  suffi- 
ciently clear, and I will not attempt 
to labour the point; the more so, because, 
whether there had keen any question ef 
communications between Russia an! 
Tibet or not, it would, in my belief, have 
been none the less necessary that some step 
should be taken to bring the Tibetan 
Government to reason. What seems to 
me to aggravate our difficulties in this 
case is not so much anything which the 
Russian Government has done, as what the 
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Tibetans imagine the Russian Govern- | 


ment to intend or to have in contempla- 
tion. The Russian Government have 
given us distinct, and, I am bound to 
say, in my opinion, satisfactory assurances 
with regard to their policy towards Tibet. 
I do not desire to call these assurances 
in question. Nor do I for a moment 
attach credence to the idle rumours which 
reach us from time to time as to the 
presence of large hodies of Russian troops 
o: of Russians of any kind at that 
mysterious capital, Lhasa. But the 
evidence is indisputable to show that the 
Tibetans, who are a people very ignorant 
and very easily imposed upon, are deeply 
convinced that they may count upon 
Russian support, and it is that most 
unfortunate misapprehension—for I be- 
lieve it to be an entire misapprehension— 
which has so much intensified their 
opposition to us and added so much to 
eur difficulties. 


The noble Marquess asked me a 
distinct Question arising out of the des- 
patch written by myself to Mr. Spring- 
Rice on 17th November, and printed on 
page 298 of the Blue-book. He called 
attention to the fact that in this 
despatch the Russian Ambassador wassaid 
to have okserved to me that it was most 
unfortunate that at the present moment, 
when the Russian Government were, as 
I was aware, disposed to enter into 
amicable discussion of our relations at 
various points where British and Russian 
interests came in contact, an event of 
this kind, meaning the Tibetan Mission, 
should have occurred. I understood the 
noble Marquess to invite me to tell him 
what it was that that observation pointed 
to. The observation had no reference 
to Tibetan affairs; but it had re- 
ference to conversations which had 
taken place upon more than one occasion 
between myself and his Excellency, in the 
course of which he had dwelt upon the 
great advantage which would result to 
both our countries from a better and 
more frank understanding in regard to 
the numerous points at which, in different 
parts of the world, our interests come in 
contact. I need not say that I received 
that statement with the cordiality which 
it deserved. I am glad to recall! it 
now, and I hope I may be allowed 
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to say how readily His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment would recur to the subject at some 
time happier and more opportune than 
the present. 


I can only say in conclusion that we 
have undertaken this Tibetan mission 
with the utmost reluctance, and that we 
determined to take it, not because we 
desired abruptly to change our policy or to 
abandon that which had been pursued by 
Lord Elgin, or even that which had been 
pursued; by ourselves, as shown by the 
documents contained in the earlier part of 
the Blue-book, but because we were 
profoundly convinced that the other 
policy, after a long and conscientious 
trial, had completely failed, that China 
had shown herself powerless to bring 
about a more satisfactory condition of 
affairs between ourselves and Tibet, that 
the Tibetans were quite unable to under- 
stand the complaisance and indulgence 
with which we had treated them, and that 
the policy which had heen described as a 
policy of patience and conciliation had 
been exhausted. In these circumstances, 
no other course seemed open to us but to 
adopt the line of action recommended to 
us by the Government of India; and your 
Lordships may certainly depend upon it 
that we shall pursue that line of action 
with the caution and the discretion which 
under any circumstances it would have 
been our duty to observe, but which, in 
consideration of the present condition of 
international affairs, it is doubly our duty 
to keep strictly before our view. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Ear! 
of Hatssury): Does the noble Lord 
withdraw his Motion ? 


*Lorp REAY: No. I understand there 
is no objection to giving further Papers. 


Tue Eart or HARDWICKE: The 
Blue-book already published contains 
the latest Papers, and others will be 
given when they come to hand. I 
think the noble Lord will be satisfiel 
with that assurance. 


*Lorp REAY: Certainly. I beg leave 
to withdraw the Motion. 

Motion, by leave of the House. with- 
drawn. 
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GRIEVANCES OF RESERVE OFFICERS. 


Lorp ROSMEAD: My Lords, I rise to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
War—(1) Whether the Committee ap- 
pointed by the late Secretary of State 
for War to inquire into the whole subject 
of the grievances of the Reserve officers 
who were called up for service during 
the late war in South Africa, has yet 
made its Report ; and (2.) whether the said 
Report, if made, or when made, together 
with the proceedings, will be laid on the 
Table of the House. I have on two former 
occasions brought to the notice of your 
Lordships the decided disparity between 
the treatment of the twoclasses of Reserve 
officers called up for service in the late 
war, and therefore I need not now take 
up your Lordships’ time by repeating what 
I have already said. My reason for 
asking this Question is that on 7th August 
last the noble Earl who was at that 
time Under-Secretary of State for War 
intimated to your Lordships, in reply to 
a Question which I submitted, that the 
Report of the Committee which the late 
Secretary of State for War had appointed 
to inquire into the whole subject of the 
grievances of Reserve Officers would 
shortly be published. The announcement 
of the appointment of this Committee 
was made to your Lordships on 11th May 
last by the noble Earl, but I have been un- 
able to ascertain anything whatever about 
the Committee or its Report. There is 


a very strong impression prevalent 
among Reserve officers that the Com- 


mittee in question has either unaccount- 
ably delayed its investigations, or that if 
it has made its Report it has done so 
without an exhaustive examination of the 
case. I attribute this view to the refusal 
of the War Office authorities to accept 
the evidence which many of the pensioned 
Reserve officers volunteered to give 
before the Committee. 


THe UNDER’ SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (The Earl of 
Donovucumore): My Lords, the noble 
Lord appears to be under a misappre- 
hension as to the exact purposes for 
which the Committee was appointed. 
The Committee was not appointed to 
inquire into the grievances of Reserve 
officers during the late war. It was 
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‘future re-employment of Reserve officers 


in time of war. The Committee has 
made its Report, but no decision has as 
yet been come to as to whether the 
Report will be adopted or not. I am 
unable to say, therefore, whether it will 


| be laid on the Table of the House, nor 


can I give any pledge to that effect. It 
may interest the noble Lord, however, 
to know that the Committee did em- 
phatically report against making any of 
their proposals retrospective. As regards 


‘the proceedings of the Committee, they 


can never be laid on the Table, as no 
shorthand notes were taken. 


House adjourned at a quarter past 
Seven o’clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter before Eleven 
o’clock, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 26th February, 1904. 


The House met at Twelve of the clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 62 has been complied with, 
viz. :—Barnet District Gas and Water 
Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a 


second time. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 68 
COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 


|Report from one of the Examiners of 


appointed to inquire into the whole | 
qjuestion as to the past, present, and Gas Bill. Reported, with Amendments; 


Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
No. 63 has been complied with, viz. :— 
Felixstowe Gas Bill. Ordered, That the 
Bill be read a second time. 


Blyth and Cowpen Gas Bill; Whitby 
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Questions. 


Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
pmnted. 


Southend Water Bill. Reported, with- 
out Amendment; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. Bill to be 
read the third time. 


Hampton-in-Arden Gas Bill. Reported 
with Amendments; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 


BOROUGH COUNCIL ELECTIONS (HOURS 
OF POLLING). 


Petitions from Deptford, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
LICENCES (RENEWAL). 


Petitions against alteration of Law: 
from Blaenau Festiniog; Llanfrothen; 


Trawsfynydd; Cambridge; Kentish 
Town; Ilfracombe; Sheepbridge; Colly- 
hurst; Leigh; Neath; Bwlichgwyn; 


Stockton-upon-Tees; Bury; Selly Oak; 
Bournbrook; Halesowen; Worcester; 
Everton; Putney; Dunstable; Comp- 
stall; Blenwenen; Blackwood; New 
Tredegar ; Nantyglo; = Abertillery ; 
Maesteg; Peckham; Rhymney; Liver- 
pool; Southgate; Shrewsbury; Middle- 
ton; Llanelly; and Bristol; to lie upon 
the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petition from Gloucester, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


Petition of the Mining Association of 
Great Britain, against; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ET. 
EXPLOSIONS (NATIONAL EXPLOSIVES 
COMPANY'S FACTORY, UPTON 
TOWANS, CORNWALL). 

Copy presented, of Report by Captain 
J. H. Thomson, His Majesty’s Chief 
Inspector of Explosives, to the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, on 
the circumstances attending an explosion 
of nitro-glycerine which occurred in the 
precipitating and final washing houses of 
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(Juestions. 


the factory of the National Explosives 
Company, Limited, at Upton Towans, 
Hayle, Cornwall, on the 5th January, 
1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSION. 


Copy presented, of Fifty-sixth Report 
from the Ecclesiastical Commissioners 
for England, with an Appendix [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


WESTERN AUSTRALIA. 


Copy presented, of the Electoral Act, 
No. XXXV., of 1904 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


CROFTER AND COTTAR COLONISA- 
TION SCHEME, 

Copy presented, of Fourteenth Report 
of the Commissioners appointed to carry 
out a scheme of colonisation in the 
Dominion of Canada of crofters and 
cottars from the Western Highlands and 
Islands of Scotland, with Appendices [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS ANY ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Naval Gun Sights. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness-shire): 
To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty if 
he can state whether the sights of H.M.S. 
‘Prince of Wales” proved satisfactory 
during this vessel’srecent gun trials. 


(Answered by Mr. ¥'Pretyman.) The 
sights of H.M.S. “Prince of Wales” are 
quite satisfactory, but they were not 
tested for accuracy during the recent gun 
trials, the primary object of these trials 
being to test the strength and working of 
the mountings. Accuracy tests of sights 
are carried out in dry dock, which affords 
a far better means for proving their 
accuracy. 


Workmen’s Compensation—Amendment 
of Law. 


Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 


side): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department‘ when he hopes to 
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introduce the Bill to' amend the law of 
workmen’s compensation. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary 
Douglas.) Icannot fix a date for the 
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| 7,408,000 tons and in 1903 6,976,000 tons. 
| The total quantity of coal imported into 
|France from Germany in 1902 was 
1,013,000 tons and in 1903 1,054,000 
tons. 


Copyright Bill. 


introduction of this Bill. The Committee | 


whom I appointed to advise me in the 
matter are hard at work, and have I 
understand, nearly concluded the taking 
of evidence. They will lose no time in 
considering their Report. 


Extension of hemes ~ vate Compensation 
ct. 


Sirk THOMAS DEWAR (Tower 
Hamlets, St. George’s) : To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether he is yet in a position to state to 
what trades the provisions of the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act will be extended. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary  Akers- 
Douglas.) This is one of the matters now 
under the consideration of the Departmen- 
tal Committee which I appointed to advise 
me on the subject of the amendment of 
the Act. I can make no statement with 
regard to it at present. 


Estate of the late Thomas Flynne. 

Mr. O’DOWD, (Sligo, 8) : To ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he will ascertain from 
the American Consul when the estate of 
the late Thomas Flynne, who died in 
Warwick, Rhode Island, in February, 
1902, will be available for distribution 
amongst his next of kin, who are British 
subjects residing in Glasgow. 


(Answered by Earl Percy) The case 
has not been brought to the notice of the 
Secretary of State, but inquiries will be 
made. 


Exports fof Coal into France. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): To ask 
the President of the Board of Trade, if he 
will state what was the amount of coal 
exported from the United Kingdom to 
France in the years 1902 and 1903, re- 
spectively; and what was the amount of 


German coal imported into France in the | 


same pericds. 


(Answered by Mr, Gerald Balfour.) The 
total quantity of coal exported from the 
United Kingdom to France in 1902 was 


Produce of Coal Export Duty. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN: To ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer if he will state 
what was the produce of the export duty 
on coal in the years 1901-2 and 1902-3, 
respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The net produce of the export duty on 
Coal in the financial years 1901-2 and 
1902-3 was £1,311,706 and £1,991,767 
respectively. 


Coal Export Duty. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN: To ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether he is 
aware that, owing to the shilling export 
duty on coal, the producers of small coal 
have keen compelled to sell it abroad at 
6s., whereas, in innumerable instances, 
but for the export duty on coal, its export 
market value would have been 6s. 6d. to 
6. 9d.; and whether, in thesecircumstances, 
he intends to retain the duty in its 
present form. 


(Answered by Mr, Austen Chamberlain.) 
I have no official information which would 
enable me to reply to the earlier part of 
the hon. Member’s Question. As regards 
the latter part, I am not prepared to 
anticipate the Budget discussions. 


Dogs Bill. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): To 
ask the hon. Member for North Hunt- 
ingdonshire, as representing the President 
of the Board of Agriculture, when the 
Dogs Bill will be printed and issued to 
Members. 


(Answered by Mr, Ailwyn Fellowes.) I 
understand from my noble friend that he 
expects this Bill to be delivered to 
Members early in the coming week. 


MUSICAL COPYRIGHT BILL. 
[Seconp Reapinc.] 
Order for Second Reading read. 


*Mr. MOUNT (Berkshire, Newbury) said 
he had to claim the indulgence of the 
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House, which was always accorded to 
those Members who intervened for the 
first time in debates in the House of 
Commons. The Musical Copyright Bill, 
the Second Reading of which he was about 
to move, enforced rightsof which the House 
had already approved. This Bill intro- 
duced no new principles and established 
no new privileges. It inflicted no dis- 
abilities on those who endeavoured to keep 
within the spirit of the law, and its aim 
was to provide proper safeguards for rights 
which had already been sanctioned. He 
did not think he needed to labour the 
point that the same right of property 
belonged to copyright in music as to copy- 
right in books and other things. Already 
the owners of musical copyright had been 
given the same benefits as was given 
to owners of literary copyright. In the 
Copyright Act of 1842, the House gave 
the owners of musical copyright the same 
privileges and benefits as the owners of 
literary copyright, and they were placed 
upon the same level. He would further 
point out that these rights and privileges 
given by the House to musical copyright 
were real and not imaginary rights, be- 
cause in that Act remedies were given 
to enable those rights to be enforced, 
and means were proviled to prevent 
any infringement or infraction of that 
right. That Act gave the best remedies 
that could be provided at that time. 
He would endeavour to show to the 
House that the intention that 
musical copyright should be placed upon 
the same level as literary copyright had 
never been reached. An Act was passed 
in 1902, which had for its aim and 
object the restraining of action which 
was undermining the rights recognised 
by Parliament. Until two years ago 
practically the only remedy which owners 
of a musical copyright had against in- 
fringement was an action for an injunc- 
tion, and that remedy was found to 
be inadequate on account of the standing 
of the ordinary offender. Piracies, as 
they were all aware, had _ increa-ed 
enormously, he did not need to labour 
that point. Why this was so it was 
not for him to say, but he thought 
the reason would probably be found in 
the fact that these musical pirates had 
discovered a very easy method of break- 
ing the law without running much risk 
of bringing themselves within the arms 
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of the law. The remedy was a civil 
action, but it was obvious that this 
was a quite inadequate remedy against 
those people who were breaking the law. 
Civil action was inadequate, because 
the hawkers who were selling copies of 
copyright music were men of straw, and 
it was useless to attempt to bring any 
civil action against people of that stamp. 


Copyright Bill. 


The Act of 1902, therefore, was in- 
tended to put a stop to the infringement 
from which owners of musical copyright 
suffered. Under that Act a further 
advance was made beyond civil action, 
and power was given to a constable, in 
certain cases and under certain circum- 
stances. to seize pirated copies and take 
them to the police court for destruction. 
That Act pointed clearly to the fact that 
Parliament at that time intended to 
protect the right in musical copyright, 
but that was about as far as the Act 
went. The Act was, unfortunately, a 
failure, and although it was passed with 
the object of putting a stop to this sort 
of proceeding they found that imme- 
diately following the passing of that Act 
the number of pirated copies sold 
greatly increased. In fifteen months 
after the passing of the Act no less than 
468,000 copies of pirated music were 
seized by the police, and that was only 
a very small proportion of the number 
published and sold. What was more 
remarkable still was that in 1901 there 
were only forty-seven pirated editions 
known, but in 1903 the number of 
pirated editions had increased to 231. 
Whatever was the intention of the Act 
of 1902 that Act had failed, and he 
did not think the causes of the failure 
of that Act were very far to seek. 
Under the Act the constable might take 
to the Court the copies which he had 
seized, but it was held that unless a 
summons had been served on the person 
in whose possession they were found the 
copies could not be destroyed. As the 
alleged owner in ninety-nine cases out of 
every 100 was an itinerant hawker with 
no settled place of abode, he might quite 
honestly give a common lodging-house 
as his address, and the evidence given 
before the Departmental Committee 
showed that in many cases these itinerant 
hawkers gave false and wrong addresses- 
Out of 5,000 summonses issued against 
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Musical Copyright Association they were | found in the possession of any plates 


only able to serve 287. 


Then, again, | from which such copies were to be printed, 


although 468,000 copies of pirated music | Those offences, it was proposed, should be 
had been seized, only 57,000 had) punishable by fine or imprisonment 


been ordered to be destroyed. 


Therefore, | before a court of summary jurisdiction. 


it was necessary that something should | The second clause gave power to the 
‘be done to remedy this state of things. | police to take into custody without a 
It might be said that the lossto the| warrant any person who, within the 
hawkers was the same whether the copies | 


were destroyed or not, but he contended | 
in piriacy showed | 


that this increase 
that some other penalty was necessary. 
No doubt hon. Members had noticed that 
these hawkers carried very few copies with 
them at one time, and he was informed 
that arrangements were often made 
between the hawkers and the middlemen 
that no!charge should be made for copies 


seized by the police, and consequently | 


in many cases no loss whatever fell 
uponthehawkers. It wasclearly obvious 
that some penalty ought to be inflicted. 
But there was another person in a 
much larger way of business than the 
hawker who ought to be dealt with,namely, 
the printer and the distributor, in whose 
premises the pirated copies were stored. 
They were not touched by the Act now in 
force and they carried on their work with 
very little chance of detection. It had 
been held that the Act of 1902 conferred 
no power of search so long as the business 
was conducted within closed and locked 
doors, but these persons were really more 
culpable than the hawkers in the street. 
Those were the main defects which had 
shown themselves in the Act of 1902. 
The penalties were not severe enough to 


be felt by the itinerant hawker, and some | 


further power was wanted to get hold of 
those who evaded summonses, and to 
render amenable to the law _ those 
who were now able to avoid detection. 
He wanted the House to consider 
how far those defects were removed in 
the Bill he recommended to the House. 


The present Bill followed on the lines of 
the Fine Arts Copyright Act of 1862, and 


view of the police, committed an 
offence under the Act, and whose name 
was unknown and could not reasonably 
be ascertained by the constable. This 
procedure was similar to that adopted 
under the Police Act of 1839, and was 
recommended by the Departmental 
Committee which dealt with this ques- 
tion. He did not think this clause would 
be dissented from even by the hon. 
Member for Mid-Lanark. He would point 
out that the majority Report of the 
Departmental Committee recommended 
it, and that Committee had as its Chair- 
man Mr. Fenwick, whose great experience 
as a metropolitan police court magistrate 
ought to have considerable weight with 
the House on this question. The evi- 
dence went to show that this clause 
was not likely to inflict any injury 
or hardship. If a man was arrested he 
would be taken to the police station, and 
if he was an honest man he did not think 
there would be any difficulty in per- 
suading the inspector that he would be 
forthcoming when the case was tried. 
There still remained the difficulty in regard 
to those who were not less culpable, but 
who were in a larger way of business. 
Under Clause 3 power was given to issue 
a search warrant where— 

«‘There are reasonable grounds for believing 


that pirated copies of such musical work or the 
plates thereof are being kept for purposes 


| constituting an offence under this Act.” 


made it an offence for any person to | 


print or cause or procure to be printed, 
any pirated musical works or to distribute 


or carry about any copies of any pirated | 


mysical work for the purpo:e of sale or of 


being dealt with in the course of trade. | 


It also made it an offence for any person 
to solicit orders by post or to import or 
Mr. Mount, 


It is also provided that— 


**The Court may, by warrant, authorise any 
police constable named and referred to in such 
warrant to enter such house, premises, or place 
at any time between the hours of nine in the 
morning and six in the afternoon, and to search 
for and seize and carry away such copies and 
plates and any other copies of pirated musics: 
works or plates kept as aforesaid.” 


The hours of search had been limited to 
between nine in the morning and six in the 
afternoon, and this clause relating to the 
search warrant followed the precedent of a 


similar clause in the Merchandise Marks 


| Act of 1887. 


The evidence showed that 
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if power was taken in the Act todeal with 
the hawkers in the street and to issue 
search warrants under certain circum- 
stances, this traffic would probably cease. 
Those were briefly the suggestions em- 
bodied in the Billand he urged the House, 
if they desired to put a stop to this illegal 
practice, to give effect to the evidence 
which had been tendered upon this 
question. 


With regard to dealing with for- 
feited copies, as the law nuw stood no 
order could be made for their destruction 
without a summons. If the Bill became 
law as it stood it was provided under 
Sub-section 2 of Clause 5 that— 

“Tf the person alleged to have been dealing 
with such copies is unknown or cannot be 
found an information or complaint shall be 
laid by or on behalf of the owner of the copy- 
right, or by his agent thereto authorised in 
writing, or on behalf of the police, for the pur- 
pose of enforcing the forfeiture and destruction 
of such copies and plates, and the Court may 
without summons, on proof that the musical 
work to which the copies or plates seized relate 
is pirated, or that such copies or plates were in 
the possession of such person under such cir- 
cumstances as to constitute an offence under 
this Act, order such copies or plates or any of 
them to be forfeited and destroyed at the ex- 
piration of a period of twenty-eight days unless 
the rightful owner of the copies should within 
that time come and prove his claim to the 
copies.” 

He ventured to think that a clause of 
that kind would meet the difficulty with- 
out inflicting any hardship upon any 
innocent persons. 


He wished to say a word on a ques- 
tion arising on the first section of the Bill. 
There was a provision that any person 
committing any offence indicated in the 
section— 

“Shall be deemed to have committed an 
offence under this Act unless he proves to the 
satisfaction of the Court that he did not know 
and could not with reasonable care have ascer- 
tained that—(a) such musical work was pirated ; 
(b) or that such plates were the plates of pirated 
musical works.” 

The clause placed the onus of proof on 
the defendant. This was a matter which 
would ke dealt with in Committee, but as 
it had been referred toin the Report of the 
Departmental Commitee he thought it 
tight to say a wordor twoon it now. He 
Would say first of all that the clause was 
framed in accordance with precedent. By 
the Police Act of 1839 a person charged 
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with being in possession of property sus- 


pected of being stolen or unlawfully 


obtained must satisfy the magistrate that 
it came into his possession rightfully. 
There was another, and he ventured 
to say a stronger, precedent in the 
Merchandise Marks Act passed in 1887. 
When the Act of 1852 was passed this 
provision in regard to the onus of 
proof was not incorporated in it, but 
after twenty-five years experience it 
was found advisable to enact such a pro- 
vision. The hon. Member for Mid 
Lanark had pointed out in the Minority 
Report that the difference between the 
Merchandise Marks Act and the Bill now 
before the House was that the object of the 
latter was to safeguard the interest of the 
owners of copyright, while the former was 
to safeguard the interest of the public. 
With all due deference he would suggest 
that the reasen why in both cases the onus 
of proof was placed on the defendant and 
not on the prosecutor was that they dealt 
with matters which were particularly 
within the knowledge of the defendant. 
He knew there were some why objected 
to the Bill because they thought the price 
charged by music publishers too high. 
They might think that publishers were 
making exorbitant profits; he ventured 
to differ from that view, but he would 
leave this part of the subject to be dealt 
with by his hon. friend the Member for 
South-West Manchester, who had always 
taken a great interest in this matter. 
He had endeavoured to point out 
that Parliament intended to grant the 
right of property in copyright, and so 
long as such intention lasted it was, he 
thought, their duty to safeguard it. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8. W.) 
congratulated his hon. friend on the 
manner in which he had spoken when 
addressing the House for the first time 
in introducing this Bill. This was a 
measure by which it was proposed to 
deal effectively with a gross injustice 
which had been perpetrated far too long 
upon a law-abiding section of the com- 
munity. He trusted that the House 
would pass the Bill, and that, despite the 
obstructive efforts of the hon. Member 
for Mid Lanark, they would put an end 
once and for all to the abominable 
practice which had grown up with such 
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rapidity in recent years. Many motives 
had teen attributed to those who 
had taken an interest in this question. 
He was sure that the hon. Member for 
Mid Lanark had no financial interest, 
direct or indirect, in the publication of 
music. Nor had he himself any such 
interest in the matter, either as com- 
poser or publisher. His interest was that 
of a purchaser, and he was proud to say 
that he had no sordid or pecuniary benefit 
to derive one way or another. In June 
last year his right hon. friend the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland came and told him 
that the publishers were in despair 
because the hon. Member for Mid Lanark 
was not only as obdurate as in previous 
years, but that he was blocking their 
Bill with even greater pertinacity than 
before. He endeavoured to get the hon. 
Member to withdraw his opposition 
which, he considered, was neither in the 
public interest nor creditable to him- 
self. His efforts were unavailing and 
the session passed without any Act 
being placed on the Statute-book dealing 
with the subject. His hon. friend who 
moved the Second Reading of the Bill 
to-day had pointed out how serious the 
position was. It was essential, if the 
citizens of the country were to have 
confidence in the laws of the land, 
that some change should be made im- 
mediately in the copyright law. He tcok 
the opportunity early in the recess of 
presenting this view to the Prime Minister, 
who suggested after some discussion that 
the Government early this session should 
ask the House to appoint a Select Com- 
mittee to inquire into the matter. There 
would have been many advantages in 
having a Select Committee, but there was 
onegreat disadvantage. It wasimpossible, 
as experience had shown, to pass an un- 
opposed Bill through the House dealing 
effectively with the subject so long as the 
hon. Member for Mid Lanark remained a 
Member of the House. That being so, it 
seemed to him that. if a Select Committee 
were to be appointed, it would take some 
time to hear evidence, and the probability 
was that there would not have been 
much time left in which to pass the Bill. 
He was sure the ingenuity of the hon. Mem- | 
ber and his friends would have been quite ! 
sufficient to prevent the passing of the | 
measure, which he hoped would be placed 
on the Statute-book before the end of 
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the session. He, therefore, suggested to 
the Prime Minister that it would be 
advisable to have the matter dealt with 
more quickly, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man agreed to the suggestion that a 
Departmental Committee should be 
appointed. He desired to associate him- 
self entirely with everything that fell 
from his hon. friend, who moved the 
Second Reading of the Bill, with respect to 
the ability and courtesy with which Mr. 
Fenwick presided over the Committee. 
It was on the Report presented by the 
Committee that his hon. friend asked the 
House to pass this Bill. The hon. Member 
for Mid Lanark had made a great com- 
plaint that what he called the 
interests of the public had not been 
represented on the Committee. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid): 
I did not say that they were not’ repre- 
sented on the Committee, but that there 
was no representation of them in the 
evidence. The publishers were represented 
—the other side was repre ented—but 
there was no witness on behalf of the 
public. 


Mr. GALLOWAY said he would read 
a paragraph from the separate Report by 
the hon. Member for Mid Lanark and 
leave the House to judge— 

“The evidence given disclosed the existence 
of another interest—that of the general public 
interested in the cultivation of music—an in- 
terest, however, which was not specially re- 
yresented at the inquiry ; which is practically 
ignored in the Report of the majority of the 
Committee; but which, nevertheless, falls to 
be considered in any amendment of the Law 
which may be deemed necessary.” 

The hon. Member now came forward as 
the great apostle of the cultivators of 
music, whose interest, he said, was not 
specially represented at the inquiry. As 
he himself had something to do with the 
appointment of the Committee he would 
call the attention of the House to the 
Gentlemen who constituted it. Mr. Fen- 
wick, the chairman, represented more 
especially the Home Office ; Mr. Scrutton, 
an eminent lawyer, was put on to reptre- 
sent the Board of Trade, who, curiously, 
had an interest in copyright. It was an 
extraordinary fact in connection with the 
public service that copyright came 
under the Board of Trade. What was 
more extraordinary was that copyright 
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was dealt with in theRailway Department. 
Mr. Murray was put on the Committee 
to represent the publishers. He was an 
eminent publisher with a world-wide 
reputation. Then there was the hon. Mem- 
ber for Mid Lanark and himself. He cer- 
tainly thought that they were put on to 
represent the general interests of the 
public. If he was not put on for that 
reason he did not know for what 
reason he was put on. He was quite 
sure if that was not the reason for the 
hon. Member for Mid Lanark being put 
on, the only other possible explanation 
was that the Prime Minister thought him 
an adequate representative of the pirates. 


Mr. CALDWELL: Is the hon. Member 
in order in attributing that motive to 
the Prime Minister. He suggests that 
the Prime Minister selected me because 
he considered that I would adequately 
represent the pirates. I venture to say 
that is not an _ observation which 
should be put in the Prime Minister's 
mouth. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not know 
whether it was intended as a jest or 
seriously, but if it was intended seriously 
it was certainly somewhat objectionab!e 
to suggest that the hon. Member was put 
on the Committee to represent the 
interests of the pirates. 


Mr. GALLOWAY said that, of course, 
he wished at once to withdraw the remark. 
He was sorry he had wounded the feel- 
ings of the hon. Member. If the hon. 
Member were only half as careful about 
the feelings of other people as he was 
about his own, he would have had no 
reason to object to the expression used. 
He certainly intended it as a jest. 
He understood that the hon. Gentleman 
was put on to represent the general interest 
of the public. The Committee took a 
large amount of evidence, and the result of 
their deliberations was presented to Par- 
liament in the form of two Reports. He 
thought the House owed a deep debt of 
gratitude, not to himself, and he might 
also exclude the hon. Member opposite 
without wounding his feelings, to the three 
other gentlemen who, entirely from public 


spirit, served on the Committee without | 
give | his work should be circulated as widely 


fee or 


They had to 


reward. 
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profitably employed, and he thought 
their services ought not to pass unnoticed. 
The Reports spoke for themselves. All the 
other memkers of the Committee sincerely 
regretted that they were unable to carry 
the hon. Memher for Mid Lanark with 
them. They endeavoured by every means 
in their power to obtain unanimity, and 
even refrained from asking questions of 
witnesses which might indicate antago- 
nism to the views which the hon. Member 
had retained sostrongly. Anyone reading 
the Report would see that the hon. Member 
showed a bias against the publishers which 
made the other members fearful that they 
would not get him to agree to their Report. 
The hon. Gentleman grudgingly gave a 
remedy, but he ought to know, if he did 
not already know, that his remedy would 
His 
hon.friend who moved the Second Reading 
of the Bill said that copyright in music 
was really part and parcel of the general 
system of copyright in the country. 


| Parliament gave those rights to prevent 


being appropriated 


| proper 


the productions of authors and composers 
by third parties 
before those authors and composeis 
had any fair opportunity of obtaining 
remuneration for their skill, 
labour, and time. The hon. Member for 
Mid Lanark admitted that a remedy was 
needed, but he would not agree to a 
remedy that was any good. He tried a 
remedy of his own in 1902, and not only 
did it do no good, but it did a great deal 
of harm. There was another reason why 
Parliament gave copyright rights. It 
was to encourage authors and composers 
to produce works which they otherwise 
would not produce unless a prospect of 
remuneration was secured. Surely those 
two objects should be respected, not only 
from the point of view of justice, but 
from a national point of view, if this 
nation desired to take its place among 
the artistic nations of the world. The 
author and the composer ought to have 
the same right given to them as is given 
to the owner of a watch, to use the 
example given by the hon. Member for 
Mid Lanark. It was quite-right that the 
nation should ultimately get the benefit 
of an author’s or a composer’s brain at the 
end of a certain period of time, and that 


their time at a period when they | and as cheaply as possible, but he said 


could have been financially 


more , deliberately that ifauthors and composers 
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were not fairly remunerated they would 
turn theirtalents in otherdirections. The 
hon. Member for Mid Lanark desired to 
pore as a great supporter of cheap music. 
Last session he himself mc ved a Resolution 
dealing with the question of national 
opera and the desirability of placing 
music within the reach of the poorer 
classes. What action did the hon. 
Gentleman take ? 
Mr. Speaker’s attention to the fact that 
forty Members were not present, and he 
is the hon. Gentleman who now comes 
forward and poses as being interested 
in increasing the knowledge of music. 
The deathbed repentance of the hon. 
Gentleman was not worth very much. 
With reference to the piracy of music 
it began in 1901 and had been spreading 
ever since. His hon. friend who moved 
the Second Reading of the Bill said that 
there were now about 231 copyrights 
which had been pirated. The number 
of summonses issued was between 5,000 
and 6,000, but only 287 had been served 
owing to the fact the hawkers had given 
inaccurate addresses. Only 400,000 
pirated copies had been seized, whereas 
if they had a proper remedy the number 
would be infinitely greater. Messrs. 
Boosey & Company, one of the most 
eminent firms, issued twelve summonses 
at a cost of £500, and in only two 
cases did they recover any costs, and 
then they amounted to only £30. 
It cost them £500 to endeavour to 
protect their own property, and by the 
remedy offered by the hon. Gentleman 
opposite they were refunded to the 
extent of £30. Was that fair? At 
present the remedy was entirely in- 
effectual. He received a letter from 
the agent to Messrs. Hopwood & Crew, 
written only yesterday. The writer 
travelled all over the country and had 
considerable experience. He said that 
he knew the Musical Copyright Bill 
was coming on that day, and he wished to 
communicate an incident which happened 
yesterday to show the difficulty of dealing 
with pirates under the present law. In 


Cardiff a man had two shops in the| 


market, in one of which he sold legiti- 


At 10 o’clock he drew | 
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the pirated copies which were exposed for 


sale. The owner of the shop defied them 
and threatened an action for trespass, 
The constable thereupon refused to act. 
The agent went to the chief police office 
and saw the chief officer, who also refused 
to act, as he said he was afraid of the 
magistrates hauling him over the coals. 
The agent applied for a search warrant 
and after he had waited an hour and a 
half it was refused. The man who kept 
the shops supplied all the gutter merchants 
in the town who acted as his salesmen, 
and ultimately it cost the agent £13 to 
secure the destruction of the copies which 
were exposed for sale. In such a state of 
things could it be denied that his hon. 
friend was justified is asking the House of 
Commons to apply the simple but 
effectual remedy proposed in the Bill ? 
If the persons who sold pirated music 
were a respectable class of the community 
then there might be something to be 
said on the other side, but it was well 
known that they were not in any sense 
respectable citizens who were carrying on 
a respectable trade. Willats, who was 
called the king of the pirates, admitted 
that he had been summoned four or five 
times for selling pirated music, and that 
he had been fined. 


Mr. CALDWELL: The man was not 
fined; he had to pay the costs. 

Mr. GALLOWAY said he was sur- 
prised at the hon. Gentleman’s want of 
information. Still, he was content to 


accept his definition of the case. 


mate music, and in the other, which was | 
in the gallery and which was locked up, | 


he sold pirated music. The agent called 
in the aid of a constable and gave them 


Mr. CALDWELL: I may say I know 
nothing whatever about this man. Dur- 
ing the whole time of the inquiry I had 
no communication direct or indirect with 
anyone. Until his letter came before the 
Committee asking to be heard, I was 
absolutely ignorant of the existence of 
any pirate of the name. I think it is 
not fair that the hon. Member should 
attack me in this way. 

Mr. GALLOWAY: I think it is a case 
of honi soit qui mal y pense. I did not 
accuse the hon. Member of having been 
connected with pirates. I only said he 
seemed to know all about them. 


Mr. CALDWELL: Yes, because on 


the evidence laid before the Committee, 


his warrant, and requested him to seize| it was plain what had taken place. | 
Mr, Galloway. 
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paid attention to what the Committee 
was doing. 


Mr. GALLOWAY: I am aware that 
the hon. Member did pay careful atten- 
tion to what the Committee was doing. 
[ am bound to admit that I did not 
stop there all the time, but I never made 
any suggestion that the hon. Member 
was in league with the pirates, and I do 
not doso now. Iam quite prepared to 
accept his statement that he had no 
knowledge of the man Willats. At all 
events, that man, when he gave evidence 
before the Committee, admitted that he 
had had to pay the costs of the action 
which had been brought acainst him, 
Does the hon. Member defend this man 
seeing that, by having been called upon 
to pay the costs, he was shown to be in 
the wrong? Does the hon. Member 
defend him for having, under such cir- 
cumstances, endeavoured to break the law 
of the country? If he does not, why did 
he interrupt me when I stated that this 
man had been fined; why did he seek to 
draw the distinction that the man 
had only paid the costs? I have 
gone into this matter thoroughly, and I 
know a great deal about Willats that is not 
to his credit; but I do not see any 
necessity for going into his past character 
now. I only ask the House to remember 
what sort of a man he is, so that they 
may know how much reliance to place 
upon his word. I do not believe that 
the House would be justified in believing 
him under any circumstances. 


Mr. GALLOWAY: I do not ask that, | 


but perhaps the House will allow me to 
enlarge the knowledge of the hon. Mem- 
ber as to this man’s real character. I 
will quote from the evidence which he 
gave. He wasexamined by Mr. Scrutton, 
and he was asked whether this was the 
first time he had comein conflict with the 
lawsofthiscountry. Tothathe answered— 
“I do not understand.” 


then came the question— 
“You have been imprisoned ?”’ 

and to that the answer was— 
“I will tell you what it was for.” 


next he was asked— 


“Were not Messrs. Whittinghame the pro- | 


9 


secutors ? 


an to that he replied— 
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There they had evidence that the man 
had been guilty of embezzlement. 


Copyright Bill. 


Mr. CALDWELL: Read the rest of it. 
Let the House hear his explanation. 


Mr. GALLOWAY : I did not want to 
take up the time of the House. This 
man pleaded guilty, and he has been 
imprisoned for three months for embezzle- 
ment, but, if the hon. Member is so im- 
patient, I will read on. Am I not right 


in saying he pleaded guilty ? 
Mr. CALDWELL: No, he did not. 


Mr. GALLOWAY: Then he was found 
guilty of embezzlement, and sentenced 
by the judge to three months imprison- 
ment in the second division. The man 
certainly goes on to explain the circum- 
stances under which he was convicted. He 
said that Messrs. Whittinghame owed him 
£25, that they were going into bank- 
ruptcy, :hat he collected an account 
from one of their customers, and informed 
them that he had so collected it; 
that no notice was taken of his having 
done so until after the bankruptcy, when 
the matter went into the hands of the 
Official Receiver, who wrote and told 
him that, if he liked to pay the money 
back, no more would be heard about it, 
but otherwise, he would be prosecuted. 
That letter was not produced in Court. 
and he had serious doubts whether it was 
ever written. 


Me. CALDWELL: I rise to a point 
of order. n 


Mr. GALLOWAY: I decline to give 
way to the hon. Gentleman. I really do 
-not know why he is anxious to defend 
this man; it is most extraordinary on 
his part. All I wish the House to bear 
in mind is that this man was a pirate, 
and his position should be carefully 
considered before he is believed. 








Mr. CALDWELL here rose again. 


| Mr. GALLOWAY: I am not going to 
| give way to the hon. Gentleman. He 
will have an opportunity of placing his 
| explanation before the House later on. 
| I will read further what the man said in 
| explanation, He said he did not think 
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he had done anything wrong; he looked ! 
upon what he had collected as belonging 
to him. Unfortunately, however, for 
him the judge took a different view. 
Had I known that the hon. Member was 
going to challenge my statement on this 
point I should have come prepared with 
further facts about this man which would 
have put, I think, an entirely different 
construction upon the case. Still, I 
repeat that all I want the House to bear 
in mind is that this man, Willats, is one 
of the class of hawkers and pirates. The 
‘Committee also had before it Superin- 
tendent Moore, of the Police, who had had 
a great deal to do with this question, and 
had dealt with it so far as the police could 
possitly do anything under the existing 
‘law. He was asked a question in 
regard to the class of people from 
whom these pirates were drawn, and he 
informed the Committee that they were 
mostly of the criminal class, that they 
were persons who had been convicted, 
that they were gutter-men, that they 
lived in common lodging-houses, and 
that, consequently, there was consider- 
-able difficulty in serving summonses upon 
them. He also added another fact in 
which the House would be interested, 
namely, that a large number of them 
were foreign, alien Jews, so that, unfor- 
tunately, we in this country not only 
had pirates among our own countrymen, 
.but we imported them from foreign 
countries. He trusted that by the end of 
the session the Home Office would have 
put a stop to that practice. In consider- 
ing the remedies which they were to apply 
in a case like this it'was well to under- 
stand the character of the people with 
whom they were dealing. They must 
apply their remedies carefully. He 





wished to give one or two words of ° 


personal explanation. During the 
Parliamentary recess he issued to every 
Member of the House a copy of the Bill 
which he proposed to introduce, with a 
short statement as to what the Bill was 
about, and he asked for assistance in 
obtaining a position in the ballot. The 
Bill was drafted before the Departmental 
Committee had reported, and all the 
remedies he suggested were remedies 
which had been practically agreed to ky 
the hon. Member for Mid Lanark last 
3>ssion. 


Mr. Galloway. 
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Mr. CALDWELL: I thought the hon. 
Member represented me as opposed to 
any remedy whatever ? 


Mr. GALLOWAY said he was sorry 
that either the hon. Gentleman had 
wilfully misunderstood him, or was in- 
capable of understanding him. What he 
said was that the hon Member had 
opposed every effectual remedy that had 
been put forward, and that he wished to 
repeat. The Bill, as he had said, con- 
tained all the remedies to which the hon. 
Gentleman last session had agreed. He 
merely mentioned that in order to 
explain to the House why, while he was 
willing to try certain remedies then. he 
was now supporting the much more drastic 
remedies proposed by the hon. Member 
in charge of the Bill. The evidence 
given before the Departmental Committee 
had convinced him -that there was no 
possibility of effectually dealing with the 
evils by the remedies which he had pro- 
posed, and he had, therefore, come to the 
conclusion that if they were to effectually 
deal with them it would be necessary to 
have the much more severe remedies 
which the Committee suggested. The 
evidence given before the Committee left 
them in no doubt whatever as to what 
remedies ought to be applied. One of 
the witnesses was Sir Harry Poland, for 
many years the Chief Public Prosecutor, 
of whom it was said that in the whole 
course of his experience he had never 
once been known to prosecute a prisoner 
unfairly. If that were true, and he 
believed it was, surely the House ought 
to attach great weight to what he had 
said in his evidence. The Committee also 
had before them two distinguished police 
magistrates—Mr. Rose and Mr. Dickinson. 
Their evidence was practically identical. 
They suggested the same remedies, and 
he would like to be allowed to read one 
extract from the evidence of Mr. Rose 
He said he was not so shocked as might 
perhaps be expected, at the idea of appre- 
hending persons who were selling pirated 
music. If those persons could only be 
reached by making it penal, and by 
apprehending them, he confessed he could 
not see why they should not be so treated 
That was sufficient to show how necessary 
it was that the House should grant an 
effectual remedy for this evil. 
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When talking of pirates, he wondered 
how many Members there were in the 
House who knew how piracy wascarriedon. 
Now, piracy was the taking of another 
man’s property and selling it as though it 
were his own—a process not indistinguish- 
able from stealing. The pirate selected 
what songs he would sell. He selected only 
those songs which had proved to be a suc- 
cess; he photographed them, put that 
production on a plate and then printed any 
number of copies. Not only that, but 
sometimes a song was copied out in rough 
hand. Now, unless power was given to 
destroy these plates the root of the evil 
could not bestruckat. Having produced 
these copies, how were they sold? The 
manufacturers of these copies were much 
too wary to go themselves out into the 
street to sell them. They had agents. 
They employed a middleman who had no 
shop or abode, but had what was known 
as a “lock-up”—a place on an upper 
story of a building in the city or else- 
where. He himself had been anxious to 
discover how this process was carried on, 
and had visited one of thee “shops.” 
He found there shelves carefully par- 
titioned off, in which the various pirated 
copies were kept. But the middleman 
was wary; he did not purchase any very 
large number of copies from the printer, 
so that he only kept a few there. More- 
over, he did not sell them to the public. 
He employed somebody else; and went 
to where hawkers were to befound. Now, 
hawkers were to be found principally in 
public houses. He made that statement 
because it might be agreeable to the 
advocates of temperance reform. The 
hawker was found in the public house by 
the middleman, who sold him the limit of 
twenty-five copies. There was no risk of 
detection as to who was the printer in 
purchasing from the hawker, because the 
hawker did not know who the printer was. 
Moreover, the hawker adopted various 
forms of selling. He soldin the street; he 
canvassed from house to house, from door 
to door; and solicited orders by post. He 
sold either from the kerbstone, or from 
a barrow, or from market stalls. He 
might even go outside a music-seller’s 
shop who was selling legitimate copies of 
the music and sell there pirated copies of 
the music. He could also sell outside a 
music hall, not according to the merit of 
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the song, but to its popularity. He 
commended that fact to the hon. 
Member for Mid Lanark, if that hon. 
Gentleman was going to turn a music 
publisher! Moreover, the pirate sold the 
music by the yard, so to speak. Four 
sheets were sold for a penny, no matter 
what its merits might be; eight sheets for 
2d.; and twelve sheets for 4d. But care 
was taken to print the music as closely 
as possible. When the hawkers’ sales, 
either in the street, or through the post, 
or by canvas from door to door, fell off, 
the middleman issued leaflets or adver- 
tised in the newspapers, and assumed 
various names. Here was a specimen of 
an advertisement which appeared in the 
Daily Telegraph on 5th September last 
year— 

“Special Notice.—For the last many years 
we have been supplying the public at a price 
unheard of for cheapness, carrying out our 
orders promptly, scrupulously and conscien- 
tiously, with the highest-class music, of which 
we have always a large variety in stock. The 
public have not been slow in appreciating our 
services, in token of which we daily receive 
letters thanking us for our never. failing 
attendance. We return thanks to our customers, 
and warn the public against falsehoods spread 
by self-interested mischief-mongers misrepre- 
senting us as obtaining money under false 
pretences. If any lady or gentleman will send 
us at our undermentioned letter address a claim 
of an order unfulfilled (if in accordance witn 
our books) we promise to supply order, or send 
back money within three days. Note letter 
address, A. Brown, 66, Highbury New Park, 
i Fa 


It was not a little pathetic that under- 
neath that advertisement there appeare 1 
another in regard to the Local Examin- 
ations for the Royal College of Music 
from a _ student who seemed to be 
studiously anxious to pass that examin- 
ation, and in which he asked where he 
might obtain cheap music. But the 
middleman also dealt through the post. 
He issued circulars, and here was one of 
them from Birmingham— 

“Dear Sir,—If you are desirous of purchasing 
any further copies of high-class music at the 
present low prices please send your order at 
once, as after the proposed amendment of the 
Act of Parliament relating to Musical Copyright 
is passed it will be impossible for us to supply 
you with the same copies after a short time.” 


Mr. CALDWELL: Hear, hear. 


Mr. GALLOWAY said that the pirate 
was quite aware that the ability of 
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the hon. Member for Mid Lanark to 
prevent an effectual remedy being 
provided was coming to an end, and 
that he would have to _ cease 
soon carrying on his nefarious trade. 
What was the “ high-class ” music that was 
being sold? ‘The Honeysuckle and the 
Bee,” ‘Ihe horse the missus dries the 
clothes on,” ‘‘ You can get a sweetheart 
any day, but not another mother,” “‘ Loop- 
ing the loop with Lucy,” and so forth. If 
that was the high-class music the hon. 
Member for Mid, Lanark wished to see 
taught in the board schools, and if it was 
for the production of such music at cheap | 
rates that the hon. Member thought pirates 
should be leniently dealt with, he could 
only say that, as one who had been inter- 
ested in music all his life, he would be sorry 
for the musical development of the country. 
What class of person were the hawkers 
who issued this cheap music? If they 
were carrying on an honest or a reputable 
business they would have no need to take 
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because it was the system adopted all 
over the country. There was no com- 
pulsion whatever upon the compcser and 
author to adopt this method unless they 
thought fit. Asa matter of fact, at one 
time the composers and authors endea- 
voured to do without the publisher by form. 
ing a combination amongst themselves, 
but the attempt utterly failed, the reason 
of the failure being that capital was 
necessary, and for the most part neither 
composers nor authors were possessed of 
much wealth. Ifthe present system was 
detrimental to the interests of the public. 
it necessarily followed that some other 
system ought to be adopted, but he main- 
tained that there was no other system 
possible except that of the composers and 
authors themselves publishing. That 
meant that a person would be able to 
acquire the copyright only if he composed, 
published, advertised, and sung his own 
songs. He might be able to satisfy the 
first three, but the fourth of those re- 








any name or address other than their own, | quirements would be a serious impedi- 
but in the cases of hawkers who had been | ment to composers. The next argument 
traced they were found to be trading under | of the hon. Gentleman was that the 
various names and at different addresses. | present system was detrimental to the 
Another practice was to print a large | advancement of the cause of music. It 
number of circulars and send them round | was difficult to understand the sudden 
io their own friends in the trade, who| desire evinced by the hon. Member to 
simply placed their names on them by | advance the cause of music. Doubtless 
means of a rubber stamp. So the game | he had some ulterior motive—he did not 
went merrily on, and the existing powers | say it was a bad one, but it was not 
were not sufficient to stop it. apparent on the face of the circumstances. 
| It was the more difficult to understand 
The ‘hon. Member for Mid, Lanark | inasmuch as the hon. Member was the 
had argued in his Report that the | person who succeeded in preventing the 
copyright owners had used _ their} House of Commons from discussing the 
privilege in such a manner as to be | question last year. The third argument 
detrimental to the interests of the public, | of the hon. Member was that “the ex- 
and to the advancement of the cause of | cessive price charged to the public for 
music, and so as to induce piracy. He | music, as compared with the cost of pro- 
would take those argumentsinorder. As / duction (even after allowing the fullest 
to the interest of the public, what was | remuneration to the composer) offered 
the method adopted? The composer got | a great temptation to piracy.” If there 
his lyrics from the author, who was paid | was anything in that argument, it followed 
either by royalty or by fee; and then he | logically that if the price was reduced 
went to the publisher, who either bought | piracy would cease. But what hail 
the copyright outright or agreed to pay | happened ? Aneminent firm of publishers, 
certain royalties. The song had then to | Messrs. Day & Co., had published a six- 
be sung and advertised, and publishers penny edition of a cheaperclass of music, 

sometimes actually ran concerts to 
and those very songs were amongst the 


advertise their songs. This method, ; 
which was the growth of years, was fair first taken by the pirates. In the face of 


to the public, because the copyright | that fact how could it be argued that the 
lasted only forty-two years, and it was|dearness of music had anything to do 
fair as between composer and publisher | with the piracy ? 


Mr. Galloway. 
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The complaint was that the price of | 
music was excessive. How was a song pro- , 
duced? The publisher had to agree with 
the author, and his royalty was fre- 
quently about Id. per copy, and some- | 
times he was paid a fee of perhaps) 
twenty or thirty guineas. He was | 
speaking from the point of view of the | 
publisher. He often had to pay to the 
composer not only a retaining fee, but 
sometimes a royalty of 6d. per copy. 
One of the most eminent of English , 
musicians, whose memory was still fresh 
to the English musical public, got as 
much as 6d. per copy in royalties during 
the latter years of hislife. The publisher 
having got the song and published it, it 
had to be advertised, which often was 
very expensive; and not only this, but it 
had to be sung, and some of the eminent 
singers, like Miss Clara Butt and Mr. 
Andrew Black, had been known to get 
as much as 3d. per copy. He had heard 
of one eminent singer who got as much 
as £600 for singing a copyright song. 
The hon. Member for Mid. Lanark, who 
had discussed this subject without having 
mastered the facts, believed that English 
copyright music was largely printed 
abroad. Here was one of those cases 
where a little knowledge was a 
dangerous thing. The hon. Member 
had got that information from the 
evidence given by Mr. Enoch in reply 
to a question put by himself. Mr. 
Enoch stated that four-fifths of English 
copyright music was printed abroad, 
and upon that the hon. Member for Mid. 
Lanark made his statement that four- 
fifths of English music was printed 
abroad. That was a mis-statement of 
the facts, although he did not wish to 
throw any reflection on Mr. Enoch’s 
evidence or the Report of the hon. Member 
opposite. Take, for example, Messrs. 
Chappell & Co., Boosey & Co., and Messrs. 
Novello, who were the principal publishers 
of musicin London. Messrs. Novello had 
got their own printing works and engraving 
staff, and not a note of any kind produced 
by them was sent out. Messrs. Chappell & 
Co. employed their own printers and en- 
gtavers, and so did Messrs. Boosey & Co. 
The hon. Member had referred to Glasgow. 
Was he aware that even from his own 
native town! of Manchester they sent 
music to be engraved and published in | 
Glasgow, and what was more, it was done 
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more cheaply there than abroad. The 
statement that four-fifths of English 
copyright music was printed abroad was 
therefore very misleading, and it was 
absurd for the hon. Member for Mid. 
Lanark, on this statement, to take that to 
be an absolute fact without inquiring 
into its accuracy. 


Ms. CALDWELL said he took it from 
the evidence of the hon. Member for 
Manchester’s own witness, and he had 
no other evidence or knowledge; and in 
his Report he referred to the answer that 
four-fifths of the English , copyright 
music was printed abroad. “ge ad 

Mr. GALLOWAY said he did not think 
the hon. Member knew anything else, and 
when he knew that fact he did not know 
much about the question. The hon. 
Member for Mid. Lanark issued a Minority 
Report containing some statements which 
ought to be dealt with. The statement 
that the printing of copyright music was 
done mostly abroad was misleading and 
inaccurate. Then again, the publisher 
had to pay office expenses, and rent and 
other expenses, and for the first few 
months every song was sold at not more 
than 8d. per copy to the trade. He 
wished to add, and he believed he was 
right in stating, that the number of 
successes proportionate to failures in the 
publication of new songs, was about one in 
fifty, and in some cases only one in a 
hundred. Surely if that was true it ought 
to be taken into consideration. The pur- 
chaser did not need to pay those prices 
and there was no compulsion upon any- 
one to buy the music. Frequently the 
public paid 6s. for a new book, and there- 
fore it could not be said that is. 4d. was 
a very high price for a piece of 
music. The 6s. novel was, as @ rule, 
only read once, but a piece of music was 
played time after time and often played 
by many persons. The hon. Member had 
argued that music was more expensive in 
England than inother countries. He did 
not think that was accurate, for his 
experience was that music was far more 
expensive abroad than in England. Take, 
for example, a copy of a musical play like 
“The Geisha.” That was sold at 6s., 
or with the discount taken off, 4s. 8d. 
If they went to France they would have 
to pay twelve francs for a copy of ,“,The 
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Geisha.” He could give the Ff 
many instances of that kind, and it was 
erroneous to say that the cost of music 


was more in this country than it 
was abroad. 
The hon. Member opposite had 


said that he could only agree to certain 
remedies on condition that the pre- 
cedent of the Patents Act was carried 
out. That Act under certain circum- 
stances provided that they might insist 
upon the owner selling at a certain 
price. Nobody had any settled idea as 
to the actual working of the Patents Act 
in this respect. They were entirely in 
the dark as to the view of the Privy 
Council upon it, and it was not unreason- 
able to say that before they extended 
that principle they should at least know 
the result of the working of the Act. He 
did not attach any importance one way 
or the other to it, but he did not think 
that composers and music publishers 
should have such an extreme remedy 
used against them. The hon. Member 


opposite in his Report objected to two_ 


points, but he would deal first with the 
question ofexports. Asregarded exports 
the Committee had received some extra- 
ordinary evidence from Mr. Stephen 
Adams, who said he had _ been in Canada 
and his works had been sold there. In 
his opinion what they required was to 
get at the printer, and not so much 
at the person who aided and abetted 
the printer, and that was a point which 
it was most desirable should be dealt with. 
It had been suggested in the Minority 
Report that the piracy of books in America 
was stopped by bringing down the price 
of books, and it had been argued that if 
they did the same thing in regard to music 
they would stop piracy here. He doubted 
this, but his point was that in America the 
stopping of piracy had not been brought 
about by the reduction in the price of 
books. In 1892 there was no law dealing 
with piracy in America and books were 
pirated there wholesale, with the result 
that the Copyright Act was passed. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross): I beg to call attention to 
the fact that there are not forty Mem- 
bers present. 


Forty Members being present the House 
resumed. 
Mr. Galloway. 
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Mr. GALLOWAY said he had taken 
an interest in musicall his life. He had 
| had many friends who had been deprived 
of their livelihood and brought to the 
| direst straits of poverty through the piracy 
complained of. The House was probably 
aware that the Berne Convention had been 
ecnstrued as giving the same protection 
to owners of foreign copyright in England 
/as was given to English copyright in 
foreign countries. He thought it was 
essentially desirable that that should be 
done. If this country received favour 
from foreign ccuntries in this matter it 
was equitable that we should give the 
same advantages to others. He wished to 
say a few words with regard to the price 
of music. Anybody who had read the 
Report by the hon. Member for Mid. 
Lanark would see that he made a great 
point on that matter. The whole of the 
hon. Member’s Report was based on the 
assumption that music was too dear, and 
that in consequence the poorer classes 
were shut out from purchasing it. 


Mr. JosepH DeELvin rose in_ his 
place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER : I cannot accept that 
Motion, but I hope that the hon. Member 
will confine himself strictly to the ques- 
tion raised in the Bill before the House. 


Mr. GALLOWAY said he was going to 
deal with the question of the price of 
non-copyright music, but he would pass 
from that and deal with another question 
which he thought was as essential as that 
of price. It was said that the remedies 
proposed by the Bill should nut be given 
because Parliament had already passed 
enactments restricting the price, and had 
thereby done all that was necessary to 
protect the composers of music and at the 
same time to protect the public. He did 
not in the least hold that view. He 
thought it was founded on an incorrect 
interpretation of the Statute. He didsay 
that Parliament, having given the right 
which wasestablished by the Act of 1882, 
ought to provide powers by which the 
Statute could be carried out. He sub- 
mitted that the remedies proposed by the 
Bill were the only remedies which would 
effectually carry out that object. He 
asked the House to accept the principle of 
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the Bill by agreeing to the Second Reading, 
reserving minor points for consideration 
in Committee. 
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Mr. CALDWELL said the speech 
to which they had just listened was 
a complete justification of the action 
taken last year in refusing to allow the 
Bill to pass without discussion. He 
thought it was very useful indeed that 
they should have an opportunity of dis- 
cussing the Bill. He did not know how 
far the hon. Member had helped the pro- 


gress of his Bill, because if it had taken two | 
hours to deliver one speech on the Second | 
Reading he did not know how, in the. 


limited time after Whitsuntide, it would be 
possible to get through a contentious 
measure containing a great many clauses. 
That was, however, probably a matter for 
the future. He was not going to follow 


the hon. Member into his personalities. | 


The hon. Member had referred to his 
opposition to Bills. He would point out 
in answer to the hon. Member that of 
about 170 private Member’s Bills intro- 
duced in the past two sessions only a 
very small number (15) became law, and 
that, of those which were passed, the 
majority were Bills which were introduced 
on the Government side of the House, 
and not one of which had an early place 
on the ballot. 
were blocked on the Opposition side of 
the House was not justified. When 
the hon. Member talked of the block- 
ing of Bills he would remind him 


of one Bill which passed the Second | 
Reading by a large majority, and passed | 
through the Standing Committee and | 


through Report in the House down to 


the last Amendment, by large majorities. | 


That was the Innkeepers Liability Bill, 
which was promoted with the view of 
providing refreshments forcyclists. The 
hon. Member for South-West Manchester 
talked it out. 
once, but on another occasion, when there 
was halfan hour tospare, he talked it out 
again. He was not the man who should 
come forward and reprove sin of that sort. 
Reference had been made to the consti- 
tution of the Committee. 


He received a letter from the Home 
Office, when in Scotland, asking him if 
he would attend a Departmental Com- 
mittee. <It'was said that another Member 


~ 
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of Parliament was to be on the Committee- 
The subject was one which he thought 
ought to be inquired into by a 
Committee, and he consented to serve, 
stating that he thought the Government 
ought to introduce the necessary legisla- 
tion. Hecame from Scotland to London 
and spent the whole of January sitting 
on the Committee in the interest of a Bill 
dealing with the matter, and then the 
hon. Member suggested that he was put 
|on the Committee because he was the 
| representative of the pirates. That was 
|'a dishonourable imputation to bring 
| against a Member of the House. What 
was the composition of the Committee ? 
The hon. Member for South-West Man- 
| chester represented the copyright owners. 
| He did not conceal his friendship for them. 
_Another member was Mr. John Murray, 
Publisher, the man who held the greatest 
interest in copyrights in the kingdom. 
Another was Mr. Scrutton, K.C. It had 
been said that he represented the Board 
of Trade. He was counsel and adviser 
for the Musical Copyright Association 
in proceedings under the Musical Copy- 
right Act, 1902. How could he judge 
impartially in the matter? In this 
House it was understood that when 
counsel was engaged ina case he should 
not take part in the vote upon it. Mr. 
Scrutton was the member of the Com- 
mittee who wrote out the Report of the 
Majority of the Committee. It wasnota 
Report written by the chairman. The 
| House had only to look at the questions 
|put by him from the beginning to see 
exactly where his bias lay. Mr. Fenwick 
| was, he admitted, impartial, able, and 





‘courteous, but everybody knew that 
|matters of pirac, had been before the 
| magistrates, and that they had formed a 
|definite opinion on _ the _ subject. 
| Not only so, but the Musical Copyright 
| Association in one of their statements said 
| that they had received ‘loyal assistance ” 
from the magistrates as well as the police. 
It was a grand thing to have on the 
Committee one who had given loyal sup- 
port to the copyright owners when the 
matter was being considered and reported 
on. The only Member of the Committee 
left was himself, and it could be seen at 
| once that there was a great disparity— 
'four against one. The witnesses were 


‘all brought forward by the Copyright 
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Association. Not one was brought for- 
ward by him (Mr. Caldwell) and asto the 
king of the pirates, he absolutely knew 
nothing about him or about a single 
pirate until the Committee received a 
letter from Willetts asking to be heard. 
He had no sympathy with the pirates, 
and he had had no communication, direct 
or indirect, with anyone. 
grievance to represent on the Committee. 
He was there to look at the matter purely 
from the public point of view. 
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property. 


| positions, copyright carried with it not 
only the sole and exclusive right of 
| multiplying copies but also the sole right 


of representation and performance, the 


|penalty for infringement in the latter 


case being not less than 40s. or the pro- 


‘ceeds of the entertainment whichever 


He had no) 


was greatest. Under this law, copyright 


‘holders mulcted people in villages in 
_ penalties of not less than £2 for singing a 
'song in public without receiving the 


Coming to the merits of the Bill he | 


thought he could state the matter shortly 
in this way. 
two Reports lay in the difference of view 
which had been taken as to copy- 
right. The majority had acted on the 
view, which was openly stated, that they 
considered copyright was a right of 
property the same as a man had in his 
watch. They also asserted that he had a 
right to charge the public anything he 
pleased for his copyright [An Hon. 
MevBer: No.] and that the public 
had no right or interest whatever with 
regard to price or the manner in which 
the right of copyright was exercised. 
Every witness maintained that it was 
a right of property, and therefore the 
Report of the Committee was a logical 
consequence. Ii copyright was the same 
right as a man had inhis watch obviously 
they got in the criminal law atonce. But 
they were not content with getting in the 
criminal law, because it was proposed to 
change the onus of proof. They said 
that a man must prove his innocence 
They said that an accused person could 
give evidence as a prisoner to prove his 
innocence. If it was toapply in this case 
it should apply to every other. The con- 
tention of the Minority Report was that 
copyright was a privilege conferred by 
Parliament. The words conferring that 
privilege were— 

“the sole and exclusive liberty of multiplying 
copies.” 

That liberty was conferred by Parliament 
for a limited number of years, and under 
certain conditions, and the public had a 


right to demand that the privilege should | 


The difference between the | 


authority of the holder of the copyright; 
but in 1888 Parliament interfered, and 
imposed more modest penalties, and gave 
absolute discretion to the Judges as to 
costs. The result was that now no one 
had the slightest compunction in singing 


a song in public, even supposing they had 


not asked the consent of the composer. 
If Parliament granted a privilege to any- 
one, Parliament could take that privilege 
away. For instance, under the Patents 
Act, 1902, where it is proved to the satis- 
faction of the Privy Council that the 
reasonable requirements of the public 
are not being satisfied, the Privy Council 
have the power to compel Licences or may 
revoke the patent. Why was it that 
there had been so much piracy in regard 
to music, and so little in the case of books? 
The explanation of that was very simple. 
Cheap 6d. editions of novels originally 
published at 6s. were offered to the public. 
The cost of production had something to 
do with piracy. The engraving only cost 
a few shillings, and a thousand copies 
could be printed for £1—10s. for the print- 
ing off and 10s. for the paper. That only 
came to one halfpenny a copy, and it would 
be even less if more than 1,000 copies 


| were printed. 


Reference had been made to advertis- 
ing, but everybody knew that adver- 
'tising did not add to the cost of 
|production. A man advertised because 
‘it paid him to advertise; and it was 
ridiculous to talk about advertising 
adding a single penny to the cost of 
/production. The net price to the 
trade was 7d. per copy, and the lowest 
|price charged at the stores to the 
public was 1s. 4d., so that the dealers 


be exercised fairly and reasonably in the | got 9d. for handing a piece of music over 


interests of the public. 


That privilege | the counter. In Birmingham and Scot- 


was not absolute property in the same | land the retailer charged the public 
sense as a watch was a man’s absolute’ 1s, 8d., and there were retailers who 
Mr. Caldwell. 
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charged 2s. The music was published at 
4s, and professors and teachers of music | 
could charge upto that amount. The 
burden of the song of the hon. Member 
for Manchester was that the brains of 

the poor composer were being stolen. If 

they were, it was the publishers who 

were stealing them. The customary 

royalty in the case of the very few tip- 

top composers was only 23d. net. A 

great number, however, only got a few 

shillings for a song, and some only a few 

copies, which cost a farthing each, as 

their reward for the copyright. In the 

case of “Ora Pro Nobis” by Piccoli- 

mini thousands of pounds had been 

drawn by the publishers, and how 

much did the composer get ?—A miserable 

sum of £10! The public paid the 

same price for the most trashy piece of 

music as they did for the best, because 

the publishers had aring or combination 

among themselves to keep up the price, 

whilst the Musical Copyright Association, 

according to their own statement, had 

an army of agents, and spent thousands of 

pounds in enforcing the copyright law. 

This putting forward the poor composer 

was like putting women and children in 

front of a line of soldiers. 
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The next question was, ‘‘ Was there a 
market for cheaper music?” They all 
knew that things had changed very con- 
siderably since 1842, Singing was now a 
part of the code in every public elemen- 
tary school, andthere were now pianos 
and other musical instruments in working 
men’s homes in abundance. Parents did 
not complain of the fees paid for teach- 
ing singing and music, but they com- 
plained of the enormous price charged for 
the sheets of music—2s. for what only 
cost a halfpenny to produce, plus the 
royalty to the composer. The com- 
plaint was that there was piracy. Why 
was there piracy? It was because the 
hawkers could not get cheap music. 
They and the stall-holders in the market 
places were selling large quantities of 
classical music at popular prices, and 
naturally desired to supply their cus- 
tomers with popular music of the day at 
reasonable prices, and claimed that they 
had as much right to sell music and have 
their profits asany man in Bond Street. 
The hon. Member for Manchester said 
that 500,000 copies of music had been 
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seized; but did not that show in 
what direction the public sympathy and 
demand lay? The existence of a large 
market for cheap music was admitted by 
Mr. Day the president of the Musical 
Copyright Association. He stated that 
the pirates did not claim that the 
price of all music should be reduced, 
but that there should be two editions, 
one at & high price and another at a 
low price, like the cheap sixpenny 
novels. Mr. Day, whose firm established 
& sixpenny series last October, in all 
respects the same as the 4s. series, said 
he felt sure that there was a demand on 
the part of the public for it. Thesixpenny 
series was sold to the trade at 2d. per 
copy and that included the copyright, 
the cost of engraving, of printing, and 
every other expense. That series was com- 
menced in October, and was it not a 
blessing that the Bill was not passed last 
session. Hawkers bought that series at 
2d., and could sell it at anything between 
2d. and 6d. That showed what could be 
done if the wide market instead of the 
narrow market were taken. What did 
the Bill ask for? It asked for the power 
of imprisonment, in order that the price 
of music should be kept up to a minimum 
price to the public of ls. 4d. per copy 
and anything from that up to 4s. It 
would shut out the hawkers from earning a 
living in the market places in the interest 
of a few West End mus‘c sellers. As re- 
garded the composers, if a wide market 
were opened up, they would be apprecia- 
ted by the working classes, and their 
talents would find an opening which was 
now closed against them by the music 
publishers. A smaller royalty would 
bring in larger returns owing to the 
enormously larger sale through the re- 
duction in price. Concurrently with any 
remedy for putting down piracy, care 
should be taken to safeguard the rights 
of the general public. There ought to 
be a clause in the Bill that, if the reason- 
able rights of the public were not satisfied, 
the Privy Council should have the power 
to compel licences or cancel the copyright. 
He was sure that no hon. Member who 
was concerned for the public interest 
rather than for the selfish interest of the 
publishers would object to give power of 
that kind to such a responsible body as 
the Privy Council. It appeared to be 
imagined that imprisonment would be a 
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remedy, but imprisonment would be 
useless unless there was public sym- 
pathy behind it. As long as there 
was a public grievance owing to the 
exeessive price charged for the music, no 
matter what legislation was passed it 
would be a failure. The solution 
was the 6d. edition, which would 
enable hawkers and others to sell 
to their customers at a* profit, and only 
legitimate music would then be sold. 
As regarded imprisonment, it was com- 
plained last year that prison accommo- 
dation was becoming insufficient. Im- 
prisonment was now being passed for the 
smallest thing—almost for blowing one’s 
nose—and the result was that the prisons 
were becoming overcrowded, numbers 
going to prison rather than pay the fines. 
How many men were there in the market 
places of London who would run the risk 
of being sent to prison, where they would 
be better fed and better housed, for what 
would not be considered a dishonourable 
offence? For himself he would not object 
to the Second Reading of the Bill. ‘The 
question was not the rejection of the Bill 
but the protection of the public, and he 
hoped the House would remember whea 
the Billcame back in the Report stage to 
take their time at any rate in discussing 
the details. 


*Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 
said he ventured to intervene in the 
debate because he had been for a very 
long time interested in the subject before 
the House. Hon. Members who had 
been any considerable time in the House 
had seen the hon. Member for Mid. Lanark 
play many parts, and he hoped the hon. 
Member would forgive him for a good- 
humoured analogy when he said that the 
hon. Member surprised the House by 
sailing in in the character of Captain 
Kidd, under the Jolly Roger, to look 
after the interests of the pirates. 
There was no doubt that those 
who were interested in the Bill were at 
present suffering from certain quite 
admitted evils. The operations of the 


pirates struck not only at the roots of the 

prosperity of the musical community and 

the mghts of property, which some 

people did not appear to regard very 

much, but he was not putting it too high 

when he said that they struck also at 
Mr. Caldwell. 
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that respect which people ought to feel 
for the law and public morality generally. 
Parliament had granted absolute privi- 
leges to the musical profession in the 
Copyright Act, and he thought that the 
hon. Member for Mid. Lanark was quite 
wide of the mark when he said that those 
privileges were granted solely in the 
interests of the public. They were granted 
to protect the brain-property of British 
citizens, who had as much right to that 
property as people had to material 
property. It was a humiliating position 
for Parliament to find that the Act 
which was passed in 1842, and which 
it was thought granted privileges to the 
musical community, was notking but an 
empty form which was defied by the 
enemies of musical copyright. Wasit any 
wonder, when a procession of four-in-hands 
was driven through an Act of Parliament 
over the defenceless bodies of music 
publishers and composers, that they 
should come to Parliament and ask 
Parliament to make good its word and 
intention as expressed in the Act of 
1842? The evidence tefore the Com- 
mittee showed falling receipts on the 
part of music publishers and diminish- 
ing royalties on the part of musical 
composers and singers, as a_ result 
of what he might call the State-aided 





invasion of the pirates, most of whom 
| were foreigners. After an intimate 
| acquaintance of fifteen years with music 
| publishers and composers he knew that not 
only the publishers who had given evidence 
suffered but that the small men suffered 
too. Were they not to be allowed to 
stand up for the small men? The hon. 
Member for Mid. Lanark ought to have 
justified his self-confident assertion that 
the music publishers were making large 
profits. As a matter of fact they did 
not. If on a fine song they made a profit, 
there was to be set against it the losses 
on other songs. The remedy provided 
in the Bill was swift, sure, and cheap, and 
he hoped the Government would help to 
pass the measure into law. 


He objected to thenew morality which 
was being preached by the hon. Member fo: 
Mid. Lanark. The hon. Member said, in 
effect, that what the public wanted it was 
to have at its own price and honestly, 1! 
it could get it, otherwise dishonestly ; 





legally if it could get it, otherwise 
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illegally. To satisfy this alleged craving 
on the part of the public they were asked 
to continue to allow a coach-and-four 
to be driven through an Act of Parliament. 
It was said that the pirate helped 
musical education and that it would be 
retarded if this Bill were passed; but he 
thought it very questionable whether the 
songs which were pirated had any 
educational value at all. No one 
admired more than he did songs from 
“The Geisha” or “The Country Girl,” 
but he doubted if they had any educa- 
tional value, and he was quite certain 
that their composers did not learn their 
art from either musical comedies or 
sentimental songs. As for the pirates he 
thought that the last thing that entered 
their dishonest brain was that they were 
giving the people music of educational 
value. But although the works pirated 
might have no educational value, they 
were the property of the man who pro- 
duced them, and he ought to be protected 
from the man who waited for the moment 
when, after expensive advertisement, they 
had become popular, and then stepped in 
to deprive him of his profits. This man 
waited till he heard the hon. Member for 
Mid. Lanark whistling the song on the top 
of a bus, then bought a copy, photo- 
graphed it, sold it at a ridiculously low 
price, and earned a dishonest income out of 
it. The hon. Member advised music pub- 
lishers to take a leaf out of the -book of 
the pirate and sell music at 6d. instead 
of 1s.4d. Mr. Day himself admitted that 
his firm did not aim at publishing high- 
class music, but even the music-hall songs 
published by Mr. Day’s firm were pirated 
and there would be no chance for his 
firm in the long run. He regretted that 
the genius and geniality of the hon. 
Member for Mid. Lanark should have 
been wasted in opposition to the Bill. 
He had once looked on the hon. Member 
as the model of all the Conservative 
virtues; then he became the apostle of 
advanced Radical views, and now he was 
the arch-priest of the old-time calling of 
piracy and of unearned increment. 


The hon. Member would take a great 
responsibility on himself if this Bill 
was rejected. He would be doing a 
great deal to ruin a trade which had 
branches not only throughout this country 
but also in the Colonies, and he would be 
doing a great deal to diminish the incomes 
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of musical composers who were giving 
their best work for the benefit of the 
country. The hon. Member would also 
be doing much to show the impotence 
of Parliament to enforce its own laws 
of copyright, by methods which were 
well known and very effective in foreign 
countries. 


*THe UNDER-SECRETARY orSTATE 
To THE HOME OFFICE (Mr. Cocurane, 
Ayrshire, N.) said he desired to briefly 
express his views on the Bill which 
was introduced in such an eloquent 
and able speech by the hon 
Member for the Newbury Division. 
He would not attempt to emulate the 
eloquence of the hon. Member for Mid. 
Lanark, but would put a simple stutement 
before the House. The hon. Member for 
Mid. Lanark complained of the nature of 
the speech of his hon. friend the Member 
for South-West Manchester, but the hon. 
Member himself in explaining last session 
his attitude in blocking the Bill, said that 
it was of such a contentious character 
that it ought not to be passed without 
full discussion, which it could not receive 
at the then period of the session. He 
did not think that his hon. friend did 
more than his duty in bringing before 
the House allthe arguments. He wished 
to associate himself with all that had been 
said in praise of the manner in which the 
Departmental Committee had carried 
out the task entrusted to it by the Home 
Office. Mr. Fenwick was one of the 
most experienced of men, and he 
thought that for the pains which were 
taken by it, the Committee deserved the 
thanks of the House of Commons. The 
two hon. Members who had addressed 
the House showed how thorough the in- 
vestigations had been, and he thought 
their painstaking labour ought to be 
appreciated. The conclusion at which 
the Committee arrived was that a wide- 
spread system of piracy had grown up 
and was doing serious injury to the pro- 
perty of composers and publishers of 
music; that this piracy owed its origin to 
the inadequacy of the remedies provided by 
Parliament toprotect that property against 
persons, ofno means and nosettled abode, 
who deliberately conspired to break thelaw. 
The Acts which had been found by the 
Committee to be inadequate were the 
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Acts of 1842, 1869, and 1902. As re- 
garded the Act of 1842, which the hon. 
Member for Mid. Lanark said was passed 
to encourage music and not to protect 
property, the preamble said— 

“Whereas it is expedient to amend the law 
relating to copyright and to afford greater 


encouragement to the production of literary 
works of lasting benefit to the world.” 





then “copyright” was construed to 
mean— 

“The sole and exclusive liberty of printing 
or otherwise multiplying copies of any subject 
to which the said word is herein applied.” 


The remedy against piracy in that Act 
was that the pirate should be liable to a 
civil action on the suit of the proprietor 
of such copyright to be brought in any 
Court of Record in that part of the 
British dominions in which the offence 
was committed. Then a further section 
said that pirated copies should be deemed 
to be the property of the proprietor of 
such copyright. The hon. Member for 
Mid. Lanark seemed to deny that copy- 
right was in any sense personal] property. 
He said that copyright was not property 
as was awatch. That was perfectly true; 
but was not copyright like the lease the 
hon. Member probably had of his own 
house. If the hon. Member disputed 
that he would refer him to Copinger, 
a well known authority on copyright who 
asked what property could be more a 
man’s owa than his literary works. ‘There 
was clearly property in copyright, not 
perhaps the same as with the hon. 
Member’s watch, but as was possessed by 
a leaseholder, and Parliament ought to 
give similar remedies ior infringement of 
copyright as were given if a lease were 
in any way infringed. The Act of 1842 
said that the pirate could be proceeded 
against by civil action, but it was abso- 
lutely impossible to proceed against a 
man who gave no name or address, or 
who gave a false address. A typical 
case had been mentioned in which a man 
transferred his business to his wife, and 
thus, though continuing to sell pirated 
music, evaded the injunction. It was 
obvious that civil proceedings against 
an anonymous person without means were 
useless. ‘Ihe Newspaper Act of 1869 had 
been held by the Attorney-General not 
to apply to publications such as 


music, and the fiat of the Attorney- 
General was necessary to give effect to 


Mr. Cochrane. 
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| proceedings under that Act. The Act of 
/ 1902 was deficient because it gave no 
_ power to enter premises by force to search 
for pirated copies. The case had been 
mentioned of a seller of pirated copies 
| whose open shop was in the basement 
' and whose stock of pirated music was in 
a locked-up shop upstairs which could not 
be entered by the police. In another 
case the door was barred and pirated 
music sold through-a wicket. It was 
known that there was any number of 
pirated copies of music in the house, 
but the police were in the circum- 
stance unable to make an entry and 
seize them. The police did eventually 
get in when the people inside got thirsty 
and sent out for beer, and several thou- 
sands of pirated copies were seized. 
That showed that the law required 
strengthening. Again, copies when seized 
remained at the police offices for a long 
period. The whole stock was not acces- 
sible when seizures were affected, and, 
befcre what was seized could he de- 
stroyed, the proprietor had to be sum- 
moned to appear; but it was impossible 
to discover the owner, so that the police 
were rapidly accumulat:ng enormous 
masses of these productions, which they 
had no legal power to destroy. He 
thought that that required the remedy 
provided by the Bill. out 
Let the House glance at the extent of 
the evil which they had to face. Its 
magnitude had only become apparent 
since 1901. In that year, only forty- 
seven copyrights were infringed, now no 
fewer than 231 pirated copyright editions 
were known, and 467,575 copies had 
fallen into the hands of the Metropolitan 
Police in eleven months. In one week 
45,000 copies were seized, and the ‘‘king 
of the pirates” had described these as 
only a small toll of the numbers that 
might be found. The composer and 
publisher, having invested their brains 
and money, had a right to look for some 
protection. Mr. Maybrick had told the 
Committee that, on asking the street- 
seller of a pirated work of his who the 
publisher was, the man said, “Good 
morning,” and ran away too quickly to 
teovertaken. Some better remedy should 
be open to the composer other than that 
dependent on his ability to pursue the 
pirate jthrough the streets of London. 
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That the law was ineffective was well- 
known to those who had knowledge on the 
subject. Sir Harry Poland, Mr. Dickin- 
son and Mr. Rose had all testified to that 
effect. They had described the method 
adopted by these pirates, and pointed out 
how a man hawking these piracies in the 
street only had a few copies in his pos- 
session at a time, which were practically 
of no value, and when he had sold them 
drew more out from his store in a dep6t 
close by. Then there was the practice of 
canvassing from house to house, and of 
soliciting orders through the post, the 
letters being addressed from some small 
shop where only a few copies were kept. 
It was hard that the composer and pub- 
lisher should put their brains into their 
work and secure publicity for it at great 
expense, risking many failures for a per- 
centage of successes, and that then the 
pirate should step in and by ingenious 
means undersell them. Civil actions were 
unsatisfactory in their results, for out of 
twelve Messrs. Boosey had only succeeded 
in recovering any costs in two instances, 
and they had spent no less than £500 in 
doing so. That was a very heavy outlay 
for so small a result, and what did the 
public gain by buying these cheap pro- 
ductions of copyright music? If it were 
a gain at all, it was one obtained at 
great cost, for ultimately it must result 
in starving out the best composers and 
discouraging all legitimate enterprise in 
this direction. The hon. Member for 
Mid. Lanark had stated that the right of 
copyright was not an absolute one. 
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Mr. CALDWELL: I pointed out that 
in 1888 Parliament had so whittled down 
the sole right of representation and per- 
formance owing to abuses by the owners 
of copyright that it was practically 
operative. - 


*Mr. COCHRANE said the hon. Memter 
had complained also of the prices charged 
for copyrighted music. Did he want it 
fixed by some authority; did he desire a 
return to the Sumptuary Laws? Really 
he was a great Conservative at heart! 
Probably he would like to go back to the 
enactment of Queen Anne, under which the 
copyright prices were ordered to be fixed 
at a reasonable figure by the Archbishop 
of Canterbury, the Chancellor and Lord 
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Keeper of the Great Seal, the Bishop of 
London, the Chief Justices of the Queen’s 
Bench and Common Pleas or other desig- 
nated officials. The Bill in its main prin- 
ciples was one the House would do well 
to adopt. Some of the details would 
require careful consideration inCommittee, 
especially those having relation to penal- 
ties. He believed it was in the public 
interest that the law should be clearly 
defined and its provisicns made more 
stringent for the prevention of piracy 
leading to all kinds of fraud and impro- 
priety. He hoped the House would give 
the Bill a Second Reading and refer it to 
the Standing Committee on Trade. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill accordingly read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be committed to the 
Standing Committee on Trade, etc.”— 
(Mr. Mount.) 


Mr. CALDWELL objected, and urged 
that the purely legal character of the Bill 
required consideration by the Committee 
on Law. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) agreed with this view, 
and moved the substitution of the Law 
Committee for the Trade Committee. 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out the words ‘ Trade, ete..’ and 
insert the words, ‘ Law, ete.’ ”’—(Sir Fredericl 
Lanbury.) 

Question proposed, ‘“‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. GALLOWAY submitted that the 
Bill dealt with a purely trade matter, and 
therefore they thought the Grand Com- 
mittee on Trade the proper body to deal 
with it. So far as the promoters were 
concerned, however, it did not matter 
which Committee it was sent to. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.), as a 
member of the Standing Committee on 
Trade, confessel that he felt totally 
disqualified to deal with the intricate 
points of law raised by the Bill. Could 
not the difficulty be met by nominating 
the President of the Board of Trade to 
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represent that Department on the Grand | 
Committee on Law while the Bill was 
under consideration ? 


Mr. COCHRANE said he suggested | 
that the Bill should go to the Standing | 
Committee on Trade because the question | 
was one largely dealt with by that 


Department. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
pointed out that the Standing Committee 
on Law dealt with shipping questions 
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Kingdom. The Bill was not overburdened 
with clauses : its effective clause simply 
proposed that the hours passed by miners 
underground in their labour should be 
restricted to eight, and that the proposal 
should extend to all underground work- 
ing in the United Kingdom. 
thousands of boys were employed under- 
ground, and he would ask hon. Members 
if that fact alone did not constitute one 
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Many 


of the strongest arguments in favour of 
the Bill. What were the claims of 
miners to this concession from the 


which were essentially matters of trade. 
Legislature? The first was the large 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- number employed in the mining industry. 
shire, Mid.) hoped that the Bill would be Then the peculiar nature- of their work 
sent to the Grand Committee on Law. should plead on their behalf, seeing that 
so many hours had to be spent in daily 
labour far from the light of day, and 
amidst great risks and dangers. The 
death roll in 1902 totalled 1,172, and how 
often did they hear of terrible cases, such 
as the aged father and mother being 
Bill committed to the Standing Com- suddenly deprived of all means of support 
by the death at one time of their three 
Surely 
it was not unreasonable to demand that 
the daily hours of the underground 
labour should be restricted to eight. 

Having had but little mining experi- 
ence he was not very well versed in these 

Mr. OSMOND,WILLIAMS (Merioneth- matters; he preferred to quote the 
shire) said he rose with considerable opinions of three eminent statesmen in 
diffidence to move the Second Reading of support of these proposals. The late 
this Bill, not because of the nature of its Lord Salisbury in 1890 said he believed 
proposal but because he felt his personal that, as a rule, eight hours a day was 
inability to do justice to all the argu- quite as much labour as the muscle ot 
It had no doubt tension of the brain of an average man 
intense interest for all the miners of could give. Mr. Gladstone, speaking at 
Great Britain, and that interest was West Calder in the same year, said that 
shared by Members. With the exception though he was not a miner he had been 


Question put and negatived. 
Words added. 


Main Question, as amended, put, and 
agreed to. 


mittee on Law, ete. 
' sons while working in one mine. 





MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


[Seconp ReaDInc.] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


ments in its favour. 


of those in Durham and Northumberland, ' down a coal pit and had the feeling, 

the proposal to restrict underground which it seemed to him every man who 

labour to eight hours a day had the had been in a mine must entertain, that 

support of the miners of the United eight hours out of every twenty-four 
Mr. Cohen. 
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was quite enough for any human being 
to labour under such conditions. And, 
finally, the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member Montrose asserted — 
also in the same year — that public 
opinion was unmistakably in favour of 
the proposal to limit the hours of work- 


for 


ing underground to eight at a time. 
Miners were paid according to the amount 
of work they did, and experience had 
taught them that shorter hours meant 
while 
hours involved dilatory application. In 


concentrated _— energy, longer 
his opinion long hours meant useless, 
inefficient, and bad work. It had been 
urged that because the Northumberland 
and Durham miners were opposed to the 
propos1l the House ought to reject it, 
but he had yet to learn that any 
law had ever been the product of 


unanimous assent. It was because 
unanimity was impossible in a com- 
munity that law became necessary. He 
did not wish to pass lightly over the 
opposition of a valuable contingent of 
mining labour to the Bill. He was pre- 
pared to give every consideration to the 
views of that group. The respect and 
esteem in which its representatives were 
held in this House by every Member of 
it, and by himself in a special degree, 
were such that had he them on his side 
the burden of his task would be light 
indeed. He felt sure had he this assis- 
tance it would have such an effect upon 
the judgment of this House as would 
ensure the passing of the Second Reading 


with accord. He begged to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.) on 
rising tomove the rejection of the Bill on 
hehalf of the representatives in tne House 
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of the miners of the North of England, 
thanked the hon. Member for the kind 
and sympathetic expressions which he had 
used towards them. But he wished the 
House to bear in mind that he and his 
colleagues did not approach this question 
merely from the point of view of miners. 
They desired to face it in its general 
aspect and to discuss on broad grounds 
its merits and demerits. The hon. Mem- 
ber had pleaded ignorance on the question, 
and he was bound to say if hon. Members 
generally were more versed in the techni- 
calities of the question, and knew the 
difference that existed between the mines 
in the Midlands and the North, they would 
not be so ready to support the measure. 
He acknowledged the pathetic truth of 
the hon. Member’s description of the 
effects of a mining accident, but he would 
have liked him to explain how this Bill 
would lessen the number of these accidents. 
It had been stated that the great majority 
of the accidents in mines occurred during 
the latter part of theday. That was not 
so, for the return secured by the hon. 
Member for Wansbeck showed that a 
large proportion of the accidents in mines 
occurred in the early part of the day. It 
had further been suggested that long 
hours in the mine tended to conduce to 
careless kind of work, but there again 
they must bear in mind that in many cases 
men worked by themselves and that their 
lives were in their own hands, and it was to 
be feared that if the hours were shortened 
the desire would be to crowd more work 
into the time so as to make more money, 
and this eagerness might in itself beget 
carelessness, and an unintentional disre- 
gard of the necessity for taking all proper 
safeguards. As he had said, the return 
obtained by the hon. Member for Wans- 
beck had disproved the assertion that 
accidents in mines occurred with greater 
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frequency in the latter part of the day. | be his obstinacy, they all acknowledged 


It should be borne in mind that work in 


his sincerity, and they believed that he 


a mine was quite different from any | promoted this Bill firmly believing it 


other occupation. Its technicalities, | 
conditions, and circumstances varied, | 
whereas in the case, say, of engineering, | 
the conditions that surrounded the men | 
were uniform and constant. This fact | 
had been the principal groundwork of the | 
opposition of the North to this Bill. | 
There was a great difference in techni- 
calities between the North and the 
Midlands, and to apply this Bill in its 
rigid form would be an impossibility. 


The mover of the Bill had said it was a 
simple measure. That was true. He 
remembered reading at school the old 
story of the bull-dog and the bull, in 
which the bull-dog said it was his breeding 
that made him attack the bull, where- 
upon the bull replied that in that case 
his breeding had destroyed him. The 
simplicity of this Bill was its danger. It 
declared that every man in a mine, 
regardless of the nature of his work or 
the necessities of the mine, should work 
eight hours a day, no more and no less. 
Suppose there were 300 or 400 men going 
down the mine. Between the going 
down of the first and the last of those men 
half an hour What 
guarantee was there that the first man 
down would be the first man up? 
Different men had different distances to 
go when they reached the bottom of the 
shaft, and that fact alone showed that 
the Bill required some modification in 
that particular. The measure was pro- 
moted by the Midland Federation. It 
was with much sorrow he remembered 


would — elapse. 


would be for the benefit of the men he 
represented. But they who opposed the 
Bill contended that it would be unjust to 
the men themselves. Some worked in 
the fresh air at the shaft; others worked 
in the wagon-ways where the air was 
fresh and the work light; others were 


engaged in the arduous coal-getting in 


cramped positions, sometimes in seams 
eighteen inches or two feet high; there- 
fore, if the measure was to conduce to the 
welfare of the men all round it should 
allow an arrangement to be made whereby 
the men engaged in the lighter forms 
of labour might work longer hours to meet 
the necessities of the mine, while the men 
employed in the more arduous depart- 
ments worked less. Itwas this want of 
elasticity of which the North complained. 
The average number of hours of the coal- 
getters in Durham was not 6] per day from 
bank to bank. The men could not be 
down the mine for longer than seven hours 
a day. By an arrangement which had 
been in existence for fourteen years a 
difference was made between the lighter 
and the more arduous forms of work, and 
thus justice was done to the men them- 
had prompted 
both the promotion of and_ the 
opposition to this Bill. One was expedi- 
ency. If he admitted that his colleagues 
in the Midland Federation were anxious 


selves. Two ideas 


for the welfare of their men, he claimed 
that the leaders in Durham and North- 
umberland were equally solicitous with 


regard to the men in the North, and it 








that since last session the most prominent | was because of the expediency of the 

figure in that Federation had been taken | matter, the difficulty of the universal 

from them. Though at times some of | application of the principle, and the 

them regretted what they considered to | revolution ‘that it would cause in the 
Mr. John Wilson. 
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coal mines of Durham and Northumber- 
land, that they strongly opposed the 
measure. He _ regretted exceedingly 
the difference of opinion that existed 
between the miners’ leaders on this 
matter, but he and his friends spoke of 
what they knew and with the sanction of 
the great majority of the men they repre- 
sented. If the Bill passed he believed it 
would be the worst day’s work the House 
of Commons ever did so far as miners 


were concerned. 


Reference had been made to the 
views of three statesmen, but he 
assumed that the idea they had in 


their minds was that of eight hours 
actually at work, not eight hours in the 
He had shown that in the North 
they considered eight hours’ work too 


mine. 


men were allowed twenty-five minutes to 
travela mile, so that if a man’s work was 
shaft he 
fifty minutes for travelling in and out. 


a mile from the was allowed 
Numbers of people in the country believed 
the Bill meant eight hours’ work in the 
mine, but that was not its meaning at all. 
What it meant was eight hours from 
the left the 
When the proposal was first brought 


the time man surface. 


forward two main reasons were 


urged—the necessity of the men for 
and an opportunity to 
improve their minds. 


more leisure 
‘Humanity ” 
was the generic term for the motive that 
prompted the Bill. But what was the 
reason now? It was not humanity, but 
a desire to settle competition between 
districts. [‘No.”] In 1894 the Bill was 
tead a second time, and on the Committee 
stage the senior Member for Merthyr 
Tydvil secured the insertion of the “local 
option resolution,” viz.— 

“In any county in which this Act should be 
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employed underground therein in the manner 
hereinafter provided it should become law.” 
that —_ resolution 
carried the promoters refused to proceed 
further. 
in it, for one of their own spokesman, 
Mr. 8. Woods, said— 


Immediately was 


Why? There was no humanity 


“It would put the districts in a very unequal 
position with regard to competing one with 
another. What we want is not to create in- 
equality, but to cure it by putting all on the same 
level, .. . We want to give them equal rights 
and equal facilities for competing in the markets 
of the world.” 


That showed that Durham and North- 
umberland had not stood in the way of 
the other districts getting an eight hours 
day. They were willing then, as they were 
willing now to vote, for an optional Bill, 
The Midland districts could then have 
their eight hours, and the men of the 
North if they came to the same way of 
thinking could do the same. They had 
recommended option; they had recom- 
Parliament in its 
care for the welfare of the people had 


mended negotiation. 


certain functions to perform, but there 
were certain matters that were better 
taken out of the purview of this House 
and placed in the hands of the people 
themselves. To settle these matters he 
suggested negotiation between men who 
knew the circumstances, whose minds 
were full of compromise and mutuality, 
and who were willing to arrange matters 
in a manner that would conduce to the 
welfare of the mining community as a 
whole. Many Members would vote for 
this Bill who ought first to put their own 
house in order—men whose employes in 
shops and elsewhere worked fourteen or 
sixteen hours a day under conditions not 
conducive to health. How could they 
His 
teaching was ‘“ Physician, heal thyself.” 


consistently vote for such a Bill? 


If he wanted a thing done for other 
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people he first of all did it for his own and | they could not work at the pace required 


1203 Adjournment 
by such conditions. The reduction of 
the output would reduce the wages and 
increase the price of coal. Cheap coal 
CotoneL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, | was one of the vital necessities of the 
Newton), who spoke amid cries of | country; it was the basis of all our large 
“Speak up” and “ We cannot hear a| manufactures, the foundation of the 
word,” was understood to say that the wages and occupation of the workmen, 
opponents of this Bill deplored the and the material of all others which 
accidents in mines as much as anybody was required in every hamlet in the 
could, but it was well known that every ‘land. 
care was taken to prevent them. The 
Bill was an impossibility. It provided Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS rose in his 
for*eight hours in the pit from bank to | Place, and claimed to move, “That the 


bank, but of that eight hours a large part | Question be now put ;”” but Mr. Speaker 
would be occupied in going to and _withheld his assent, and declined then to 


then he was able without hypocrisy to 
vote for it in regard to other people. 


coming from the work. Persons un- | PUt that Question. 

acquainted with the conditions of work | And, it being half-past Five of the 
in the mines when they read about an clock, the debate stood adjourned. 
“eight hours day,” naturally supposed 
it meant eight hours’ work, but that was |" Debate to he resumed upon Thureday, 
not the case. Out of the eight hours | 14th April. 
would have to be taken the dinner hour | 
and the time occupied in going to and | 
coming from the work, so that the actual 
labour would be reduced to about six 
hours. Therefore all the work of the. 
mines would have to be carried on under 
conditions of rush and hurry, and matters 
which were now carried out at con- 
siderable leisure would have to be 
crammed into the six hours. All authori- 


NEW BILL. 


—_ 


TOWN AND COUNTY COUNCILS (QUALI. 
FICATION OF WOMEN) (SCOTLAND). 


Bill to enable women to be elected an! 
act as members of Town and County 
‘Councils in Scotland, ordered to 
brought in by Mr. Parker Smith, Mr. 
Baird, Colonel Denny, Mr. Charles 


be 


ties connected with mining considered 
that the passing of the Bill would lead 
to an increase in the number of accidents. 
It would certainly reduce the amount of 
work done, as it would be perfectly im- 
possible for the men to do their present 
work in six hours. In all probability 
the output would be reduced by 25 per 
cent. Moreover. it would be impossible 
to employ any except the younger 
men. 
of experience would be eliminated 
from the mines. [‘‘Why?”] Because 
Mr. John Wilson. 


All middle-aged men and men | 


Douglas, Mr. Munro Ferguson, and M.. 
| Ure. 
TOWN AND COUNTY COUNCILS (QUALI. 
| FICATION OF WOMEN) (SCOTLAND) BILL 
“To enable Women to be elected an! 
‘act as members of Town and County 
| Councils in Scotland,” presented accord- 
| ingly, and read the first time; to be read 
a second time upon Monday next, and to 
| be printed. [Bill 99.] 


| 
Adjourned at twenty-eight minutes 
before Six o’clock till Monday 


next. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Trafford Park Dock and Railway Bill | 
(u.L.]. Read 2*, and committed. The 
Committee to be proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Selection. 


< Liverpool and Wigan Churches Bill | 
= [a..]; Maidenhead Bridge Bill [#.1.]; | 
“ Manchester Corporation (General Powers) | 
< Bill [H.1.]; St. Bartholomew’s Hospital | 
> Bill{u.u.]; St. Mary Woolnoth Bill [#...]. 
~ Reports from His Majesty’s Attorney- 
? General received, and ordered to lie on 
> the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


coh tnedtweates 


BRIDLINGTON PIERS AND HARBOUR. 

> Abstract of the Annual General Account 
- lor the year ended 26th July, 1903. 
~ Delivered (pursuant to Act), and ordered | 
. to lie oni the Table. 


NEW BILL. 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO 
CHILDREN (AMENDMENT) BILL [H.t. }. 
~ A Bill to amend the Prevention of | 
< Cruelty to Children Act, 1894, and to 
* provide for the punishment of incest. 
- Was presented by the Lord Alverstone ; 
~ read 1*; and to be printed. (No. 18.) 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES (METRIC 
SYSTEM) BILL [1.1.}. | 
The following Lords were named of the | 
Select Committee:—L. Belhaven and | 
Stenton; L. Colchester; L. Wolverton; 


L. Kelvin; L. Farrer. | 


The Committee to appoint their own | 
Chairman. | 


House adjourned at_ half-past 
Four o'clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten o'clock. 


VOL. CXXX. [FourtTH SErIEs.] 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 29th February, 1904. 


The House met at Two of the Cloc'-. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 





| | PRIV ATE BILLS (STANDING ORDERS 62 


AND 66 COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SpeaKxer laid upon the Table 
|Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 


| First Reading thereof, Standing Orders 


Nos. 62 and 66 have been complied with. 
:—Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy 
Railway Bill. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 
SPEAKER laid upon the 


Mr. Table 


| Report irom one of the Examiners of 
| Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
|case of the following Bills, referred on 
| the First Reading thereof, Standing Order 


| No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 
Brymbo Water Bill; Great Central and 
Midland Joint Railways Bill; Great 
Central Railway Bill; Lancashire and 


| Yorkshire Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill; 
| Lancashire 
(Various Powers) Bill: Sheppy Gas Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 


and Yorkshire Railway 


time. 
| PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 67 
NOT COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SpeaKkeR laid upon the Table 


| Report from one of the Examiners of 


Petitions for Private Bills, That, in ‘the 


| case of the following Bill, referred on' the 
| First Reading thereof, Standing Order No. 
| 67 has not been complied with, viz. : 
| Strabane, Raphoe, and Convoy Railway 


Bill. Ordered, That the Report be 
referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders. 


Bexhill Water and Gas Bill; Croydon 
Gas Bill; Midland Railway Bill; W atiord 


jand District Tramways (Extension of 
Time) Bill. 


Read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 


Arlesey Gas Bill. Order [4th February], 
at the Arlesey Gas Bill be referred to 
258 
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the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, read, and discharged. Ordered, That 
the Bill be withdrawn.—(J/r. Caldwell.) 


PETITIONS. 
LICENCES (RENEWAL). 

Petitions against alteration of Law: 
from Sheffield; Fenton; Egerton; 
Belfast ; Southport (two); Garston; 
Uxbridge; Ardwick; Houghton; Hands- 
worth; St. Asaph; Flint; Newmarket; 
Uckfield; Bradford; East Ham; Bath; 
Lampeter; Birmingham; Halesowen; 
Ormskirk; Barking; and Bristol; to lie 
upon the Table. 

MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 

Petition from Tenbury, against; to lie 
npon the Table. 

RATING OF CHARITABLE 
INSTITUTIONS. 

Petition from Liverpool, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

Petition from Thatcham, in favour; 

to lie upon the Table. 
BRITISH MUSEUM. 

Petition of the Trustees of the British 
Museum (King’s Recommendation signi- 
fied), for grant in aid; referred to the 
Committee of Supply. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
WESTERN AUSTRALIA. 
Paper [presented 26th February] to be 
printed, [No. 77.] 
RAILWAYS ABANDONMENT. 
Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade respecting the Humber 
Commercial Railway and Dock Bill and 
the objects thereof [pursuant to Stand- 
ing Order 1588]; referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Bill. 
PIERS AND HARBOURS (PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS). 
Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade of their Proceedings 
under The General Pier and Harbour 
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Act, 1861, and The General Pier and 
Harbour Act (1861) Amendment Act, 
Session 1904 [by Act]; to lie upon the 


Questions. 


Table, and to be printed. [No. 78.] 
WAR OFFICE (RE-CONSTITUTION) 
COMMITTEE. 


Copy presented, of Report of the War 
Office (Re-constitution) Committee, Part 


II. [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 
PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE 


BY 'THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

1. Charitable Endowments (London). 
Further Return relative thereto [ordered 
2nd August, 1894; Wr. Francis Sterenson); 
to be printed. [No. 79.] 

2. Bridlington Piers and Harbour. 
Copy of Abstract of the General Annual 
Account for the year ending 26th July. 
1903 [by Act]. 


WINES IMPORTED. 

Return ordered, “showing the quan- 
titv of wines at the various degrees 0} 
strength which were imported into the 
United Kingdom in 1903 from Spain, Por- 
tugal, Madeira, France, Germany, Hol- 
land, Italy, Australasia, and — other 
countries (in continuation of Parliamen- 
tary Paper, No. 100. of Session 1943). 
(Str Thomas Dewar.) 


ANSIVERS 
THE VOTES. 


QUESTIONS AND 
CIRCULATED WITH 


Vaccination Exemption Certificates 
Case of Mr. Bickham. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): To ask 
the Secretary of State for tle Home 
Department whether he is aware that 
Mr. George Bickham, of Capstone Road, 
Bournemouth, has applied twice this 
year to the Bournemouth police magis- 
trates for a certificate of exemption 
under Section 2 of The Vacci ation Act. 
189%, ani that when he applied on 15th 
February, 1904, one of the magistrates 


declined to allow the certificate to be 
granted, although the applicant had 
satisfied two other justices, and an- 


nounced that the whole of the Bencel: 
must be satisfied; and whether. under 
these and similar circumstances con- 
stantly oceurring, he will circularise the 
magistrates, stating that certificates of 
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I exemption cannot be withheld where the Republic, calculated on the .ame prin- 
5 applicant satisfies two justices as require ciple as those given for certain other 
e by the Act. countries ; in Memorandum No. XVI. of 
C1}. 1761 of 1903, would be about 18 and 
(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 16 per cent. respectively. These coun- 
Douglas.) This is not a matter in which tries woul consequently follow Germany 
. I have any authority to take action. in the list given on page 171 of the Blue- 
+ But I have made inquiry, and am In- hook, the percentage for the Argentine 
m formed that, as a fact, the Court in this being about the same as for Canada. 
‘ase consisted of four magistrates, two 
of whom were in favour of, and two ’ 
opposed to, the grant of the certificate. Imports of Linen Yarns from France and 
Belgium. 
). Incidence of Import Duties in Denmark Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, S.): ‘To ask 
and the Argentine. the President of the Board of Trade 
d 
fF Ma. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, | Whether hecan state the weight and value 
East Toxteth): To ask the President of 1 Sterling of flax line yarns and flax tow 
; rap a a se. 7arms 1 ted i Hy ‘ Seotli 
Ir. the Board of Trade if he will state the Ae 0 ; wee —— — —. 
“a estimated average incidence of the import and treland, respé ctively, ¢ uring the last 
y duties levied by Denmark and_ the five years from France and Belgium. 
, Argentine Republic. respectively, on the 
principal articles of British export from — (Answered hy Mr. Gerald Balfour.) No 
the United Kingdom, and the relative distinction is made in the import list 
\n- position this would issign to each of between flax line yarns and flax tow yarns. 
o} them in the scale of incidence given in both being classified as linen yarns. The 
he the Blue-book for various Continental following statement shows the imports 
or- and other countries. of linen yarns from Belgium and France 
‘ol- into England, Scotland, and _ Ireland, 
her (Answered hy Mr. Gerald Balfour.) Tne respectively, during the five years ended 
en- figures for Denmark and the Argentine 31st December, 1903 :— 
Belgium. France. 
Countries of 
Importation. am sianatih ae ‘ 
(Juantity. Value. (Quantity. Value. 
ES 
Ibs. £ lbs. 2 
England 27,321,884 978,080 1,230,946 54,638 
Scotland 28,983,354 981,419 17,371,327 589,675 
ash 
ome Ireland 40,512,378 1,506,717 - 
that 7 
ood. Potal 96,817,616 3,466, 816 18,602,273 644.313 
this 
pa Imports of Foreign Goods into Canada. (Answered by Mr, Gerald Balfour.) As 
9tion - 2 : ‘ 
act. | _ Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 1 informed the hon. Member for the 
15th To ask the President of the Board 2@Ssetlaw Division on Wednesday last,+ 
. z fa al ° . . p 9h d é 2 j bd » 
rates | Of Trade whether, in view of the fact the 25 per cent. rebate given by the 
o be that British goods have been admitted Dominion = Canada began on the Ist 
had | ‘to Canada since 1897 with a rebate of August, 1898, and the 33} per cent. rebate 
an- 25 per cent., which was increased in 1901 ©” Ist July, 1900. The values of the 
Jench to 33) per cent., he can state the total exports of domestic produce and manu- 
- > v or ‘ , » ; ‘ 2] > 
under | Value of United States, German, and a — mney. igiem, a - 
7 . m ; 2 States > “Itis 
con | Belgian goods respectively imported into — oe to the British North 
e . the North American Colonies in 1897, Ametican Colonies, as shown in the 
a . Re ee et eee 
di 1898, 1899, 1900, 1901, 1902, and 1903, ' See page, 840, 
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official trade statistics of these countries, | 
in each of the years from 1897 to 1902 


Questions. 
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were as follow. Particulars for 1903 are 
not yet available. 





Year. 


1897 938,000 
1898 1,195,000 
1899 . 1,187,000 
1900 1,000,000 
1901] 1,325,000 
1902 . 1,937,000 


From Germany. 


From United States 
(years ended 30th 


From Belgium. 
June). 





t £ 
390,000 12,580,000 
452,000 16,580,000 
503,000 17,426,000 
631,000 18,990,000 
453,000 21,033,000 


366,000 21,923,000 





Port of London Bill. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): To ask the President of the 
Board of Trade when he proposes to pro- 
ceed with the Port of London Bill. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
Government hope to proceed with this 
Bill as soon as the state of public business 
permits. 


Afforestation in Scotland. 


Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 
the Secretary for Scotland whether the 
suggestion of the Scottish Arboriculture 
Society has been brought under his notice 
that the Government should acquire an 
estate for afforestation; and whether he 
will consider the practicability of com- 
bining with the proposal the acquisition 
of ground for a national park in a moun- 
tainous district within easy reach of the 
great centres of population in Scotland. 


(Answered by Mr. A. Graham Murray.) 
I have received a resolution from the 
toyal Scottish Arboricultural Society to 
which I suppose the hon. Member refers. 
I am unable to entertain any such pro- 
posal as that made by the hon. Member 
in the latter part of his Question. 


Bootsj for Post Office Messengers—Irish 
Tenders 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green). To ask the Postmaster-General 


whether he is aware that advertisements 
have been inserted in the Irish news- 
papers asking for tenders for boots for 
messengers in the service of the General 
Post Offices, and that samples of “such 
boots have to be sent to a receiving 
depot in London to be passed;4 and 
whether, seeing that, if an Irish manu- 
facturer secures the contract, he has to 
pay carriage to London, he will arrange 
that boots for use in Ireland shall be 
passed at a depot in that country. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Tenders 
have been invited from a number of 
firms in Ireland for the supplies required 
during the forthcoming financial year. 
If any of these firms should receive the 
contract, arrangements will be made for 
boots for use in Ireland to be delivered 
in Ireland. 


Postmastersbip of Chirk. 


Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) : To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether he will explain why the 
postmastership of Chirk has been given 
to a person not previously employed in 
the postal service, and without know- 
ledge of the duties to be performed; and 
will he state whether the vacancy was 
advertised in the usual way. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) When the 
vacancy for a sub-postmaster at Chirk 
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occurred, several applications were re- 
ceived, and after due consideration of 
the qualifications of the several candi- 
dates, an appointment was made in the 
usual manner. The vacancy was not 
advertised, nor is it usual to do this in 
respect of offices of this class. 


Compensation for Loss occasioned by In- 
correctly Transmitted Telegrams. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether his attention has been called to 
a recent case of a telegram which was 
addressed to General McCalmont on the 
message itself but to Colonel McCalmont 
on the envelope; and whether, in view 
of the delay in the delivery of the tele- 
gram and consequent loss to the 
addressee, he will state what action he 
proposes to take in the matter; and 
also what punishment was awarded in a 
case some time ago in which a clerk 
altered or changed a figure in a telegram 
from 73d. to 84d., in which case all 
compensation was refused to the sender 
for the loss incurred. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The first 
case mentioned by the hon. Member 
has just been brought to my notice, 
and Iam making inquiry. I fear that 
the second case cannot be_ identified 
without further particulars. 


Forestry in Scotland—State Aid. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs): To ask the hon. Member for 
North Huntingdonshire, as representing 
the President of the Board of Agriculture, 
whether the Board of Agriculture is in a 
position to offer State aid to the pro- 
ject for establishing an experimental 
area, or Forst-garten, in connection with 
the system of forestry instruction at 
Edinburgh. 


(Answered hy Mr. Ailywn Fellowes.) We 
have been in communication with the 
Scottish Education Department on this 
subject and I am in a position to say 
that if any educational institution, such, 
for example, as the East of Scotland 
Agricultural College, were to lay itself 
out to provide education in forestry and 
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to establish an experimental area or 
Forst-garten in connection therewith, the 
Department would take such an _ item 
of equipment into consideration in 
determining the amount of any grant 
that they might give. There would, in 
fact, be no more difficulty about support- 
ing an institution with a Forst-garten 
attached than there would be in sup- 
porting an institution with a chemical 
laboratory or a botanic garden. 


Questions. 


Naval Expenditure. 


Sir EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty if he 
will state the total estimated Naval Ex- 
penditure of this country in each of the 
financial years 1900, 1901, 1902, 1903, 
1904-5, including Supplementary Votes 
and expenditure under Works Bills. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
actual total Naval Expenditure, including 
Supplementary Votes and Naval Works 
Acts, during the years 1900-1901, 1901-2, 
and 1902-3, was as follows :—1900-1901 : 
Navy Votes, £29,998,529 4s. 7d; Naval 


Works Acts, £9,132,533 2s. 8d.; Total 
£32,131,062 7s. 3d. 1901-2: Navy 
Votes, £30,981,315 2s. 8d. (a); Naval 
Works Acts, £2,745,176 8s. 3d.; Total 
£33,726,491 10s. 11. 1902-3: Navy 


Votes, £31,003,977 9s. 11d. (b); Naval 
Works Acts, £3,198,016 14s. 9d.; Total 
£34,201,994 4s. 8d. The estimated 
Naval Expenditure during 1903-4 and 


1904-5, is as follows :—1903-4, Navy 
Votes, £35,727,500 (c); Naval Works 
Acts, £3,493,500; Total £39,221,000, 


1904-5: Navy Votes, £36,889,500 (d); 
Naval Works Acts £5,111,900; Total 
£42,001,400. The undermentioned Annu- 
ties in repayment of Advances in connec- 
tion with the Naval Works Acts, 1895- 
1903, are included in the foregoing 
figures :—(a) £122,255; (b) £297,895; (c) 
£502,010; (d) £634,238. 


Naval Expenditure of Foreign 
Countries. 


Sir EDGAR VINCENT: To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty if he will 
state the total naval expenditure of 
France, Russia, Germany, and America 
in the years 1900, 1901, 1902, 1903. 
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(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
following table shows the total naval 
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expenditure ,of the countries referred 
to:— 








Year. | France. Russia. Germany. America. 
£ £ £ £ 
1900 12,511,054 8,662,801 7,472.656 13,385,574 
2 SOO 000F 
| 
! 
1901 | 13,107,701 9,359,766 9,624,956 16,012 438 
2. 300,0004 
1902 - - - - | 12,271,948 10,667,983 10,029,063 16,203,916 
1903 - - - - 12,538,861 12,349,567 10,252,014 16,824,058 





Revenue Derived from Export Duty on 
Patent Fuel. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether he can state the 
amount of the revenue derived during 
the nine months ending the 31st December, 
1903, from the levying of the coal duty 
on exports of patent fuel. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The net amount of duty received during 
the nine months ended 31st December, 
1903, in respect of patent fuel exported, 
was £11,799. 


Shankhaiwan Fort. 


Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby): To ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs if he will 
say whether the fort at Shankhaiwan, 
lately occupied by the Russians, was, 
on their vacation of it, occupied by 
the French and the tricolour hoisted ; 
and whether he has any information as 
to what Power at present occupies the 
position. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) The portion 
of the fort at Shankhaiwan, previously 
oceupied by the Russians was, on its 
evacuation by them, for a time occupied 
by a French officer with a corporal’s 
guard, and the French flag was hoisted. 
The French troops have, however, now 
left, and a party of Russian soldiers 
from Tientsin are at present in occupation. 





+ Represents one-fifth of a sum of £11,500,000 
which was a special grant sanctioned in 1897 
for new construction, to be spread over a 
period of five years. The details of this ex- 
penditure have not been published. 


Medical Officers and the Milk Supply. 


Mr. SHARPE (Kensington, N.): To ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether he is aware that a clause 
in the Public Health (Prevention | of 
Diseases) Bill, 1888, seeking to give the 
medical officer of health powers to 
demand a full list of a dairyman’s cus- 
tomers whose milk supply might come 
under suspicion, was struck out of the 
Bill; and that an identical clause, intro- 
duced in the Infectious Diseases (Preven- 
tion) Bill, 1890, was eliminated from that 
Bill; and whether the Board will in the 
present session make their recommenda- 
tion to the Police and Sanitary Committee 
that the clause in question be omitted 
from the various Bills dealing with the 
milk supply. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 1 was 
not aware that the clause referred to was 
struck out of the Public Health (Pre- 
vention of Diseases) Bill, 1888, That 
Bill did not,I think, proceed beyond 
First Reading. The clause was, nodoubt, 
eliminated from the Bill of 1890, and it 
was the practice of the Loeal Government 
Board for some years afterwards to draw 
attention to this circumstance in their 
Reports on Bills for local Acts. It was 
found, however, that, notwithstanding 
this, the clause was, in a large number of 
cases, allowed by Committees. Moreover, 
a similar provision was made for Scotland 
in The Public Health (Scotland) Act. 
1897. In these circumstances the Board 
in 1899 discontinued the practice of 
drawing attention in their Reports to the 
action of Parliament in 1890, and I do 
not propose to resume that practice. 
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Actions for Conspiracy in County Courts. 

Mr. P. A. McHUGH (Leitrim, N.) : 
Toask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he will grant 
the Return relating to actions for 
conspiracy in County Courts, England, 
appearing on the Notice Paper for to-day. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
I do not think this Returncan 
be granted. I am not aware of any 
materials from which it could be 
compiled. 


Douglas.) 


The Return referred to is as follows :— 
Address for Return for five years ended 
3lst day of December, 1903, showing the 
number of civil actions for conspiracy 
which have come before County Court 
Judges in England and the result in each 


case. 


Tenders for Coal Supplies at Enniscorthy. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wextord, | 


N.): Toask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will give 
the names of the local papers in which 
tenders tor the coal supplies for the 
model schools and other public buildings 
at Enniscorthy have been invited by 
advertisement. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Wat rford News of 29th May, and the 
Wa'erford Chronicle of 30th May, 1903. 


Locai Traffic in County Wexford. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the  Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
what steps are about to be taken to 
develop the local traffic in county Wex- 
ford. and in particular in the Enniscorthy 
and Newtownbarry districts, under the 
proposed transit schemes. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) It is 
proposed, as I have already pointed out, 
to establish, experimentally, a motor-car 
service between Enniscorthy, Kilmuck- 
tidge, and Wexford. 


Roman Catholic and Protestant Police at 
Ballynahinch. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will explain on what 
grounds a Roman Catholic constable of 
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the Royal Irish Constabulary was 
substituted for a Protestant constable in 
Ballynahinch in January last, who re- 
commended the transfer, and was the 
county inspectorship temporarily vacant 
at the time. 


(Answered by Mr, Wyndham.) The 
transfer was recommended and carried 
out by the acting county inspector in the 
interests of the public service. There 
are now three Protestants and two Roman 
Catholic constables at this station. 


Belfast Corporation Gas Accounts Audit. 

Mr. SLOAN : To ask the Chief Secre 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
if he will explain why the corporation gas 
accounts of the Belfast County Borough 
for the year ending 3lst March, 1903, 
have not vet been audited, and why the 
Local Government Board for Ireland has 
demanded the sum of £50 from the cor- 
poration for audit fees for examining the 
corporation gas accounts, the work not 
having been performed. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
audit of the general accounts of the cor- 
poration for the year ended 3lst March, 
1903, was completed last December. The 
gas accounts are not included in the 
general accounts, and are always audited 
independently of the latter. The audit 
of the gas accounts will be undertaken as 
soon as possible. No demand has been 
made for the sum mentioned in respect of 
the audit of the gas accounts. This sum 
represents the balance of the fees due for 
the audit of the general accounts of the 
borough council. 


Religion of Belfast Prison Officials. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
if he will state how many officials, male 
and female. are employed in Belfast 
Prison; their rank; and how many of 
them are Roman Catholics, and how 
many are Protestants. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
following is a_ statement of the 
religious denominations of officers em- 
ployed in the Belfast Prison, so far as 
officially known and recorded: Male 
officers—Roman Catholics: 1 Chaplain, 
1 chief warder, 1 store keeper, 2 clerks 
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1 trades warder, 1 hospital warder, 1 
schoolmaster warder, 1 clerk warder, 19 
ordinary warders. Female  officers— 
Roman Catholics: 1 matron, 1 trade 
instructress, 1 store keeper, 6 assistant 
matrons, 1 servant. Male officers—Pro- 
testants: 2 Chaplains, 4 trades warders, 
1 gardening instructor, 9 ordinary warders. 
Female officers—Protestants: 1 hospital 
nurse, 1 schoolmistress, +4 assistant 
matrons, | servant. 


Questions. 


Actions for Conspiracy in Irish County 
Courts. 

Mr. P. A. McHUGH: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he will grant the Return 
relating to actions for conspiracy in 
County Courts, Ireland, appearing on 
the Notice Paper for to-day. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
information will be procured and com- 
municated to the hon. Member. It is 
not, however, considered to be of sufficient 
importance to lay on the Table in the 
form of a Parliamentary Paper. 


The Return referred to is as follows :— 
Return for five years ended 3lst day of 
December, 1903, showing the number of 
civil actions for conspiracy which have 
come before County Court Judges in Ire- 
land and the result in each case. 


Purchase of the Estate of the late Captain 
nnesley. 

Mr. JOHN O’7DONNELL (Mayo, 8.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the estate of 
the representatives of the late 
Captain Annesley, situated at and near 
Island, Ballyhaunis, county Mayo, has 
been offered to the Congested Districts 
Board for sale, and that an offer has been 
made by that Board ; and whether, if 
there is any material difference between 
the demand and offer, he will advise the 
Congested Districts Board to make a 
further offer with a view to purchasing 
the estate for the purpose of enlarging 
holdings in that district. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) Negotia- 
tions for the purchase of this estate were 
contenplated by the Congested Districts 


Board three years ago, but they were not 
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proceeded with. The Board has no pro- 
posal before it at present in respect of the 
property. If such a proposal be made it 
will be considered. 


Alleged Perjury at Ballinrobe Petty 
Sessions. 


Mr. JOHN O’DONNELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the evidence given by two 
policemen against a publican named 
Faby, at the Ballinrobe Petty Sessions, 
quite recently, who was charged with a 
breach of the Licensing Acts, when the 
magistrates, having a doubt about the 
case, left the bench and proceeded to the 
spot; that on their return they declared 
it was impossible for the police to have 
seen what they swore to, and unanimously 
dismissed the case; and, if so, whether, in 
view of these facts, he will order a 
prosecution for perjury to be instituted 
forthwith. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
Papers in the case have been laid before 
the Attorney-General, who is considering 
the matter. A decision will be come to 
by the Government xs soon as some 
further information, which has been 
called for, is forthcoming. 


Promotion in the Royal Garrison 
Artillery. 


Mr. HARE (Norfolk, S.W.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether, 
in view of the fact that there are now 


‘two vacancies of lieutenant-colonels and 


six of majors commanding depot com- 

ies, R.G he will say whether it is 
panies, R.G.A., he will say whether it | 
his intention to fill these vacancies by 
the promotion of junior officers of the 
service in the course of the next month 
OF so. 


(Answered by Mr. Arnoll- 
Forster.) These two vacancies for lieu- 
tenant-colonels will be filled by the pro- 
motion of two majors in the Gazette of 
Ist March. There is only one depot 
company Royal Garrison Artillery short 
of a major, and not six. Whenthe two 
majors mentioned have been promoted 
there will be five vacancies for majors in 
the Royal Garrison Artillery, and these 
will be kept open for the absorption of 
five majors of Royal Garrison Artillery 


Se cretary 
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1221 Questions, 
whose terms of staff employment will 
expire early in April. 


Sums voted for Somaliland Expejition. 
Mr. JOHN ELLIS: To ask the Secre- 


tary of State for War what are the sums 
already voted for the Somaliland Expe- 
dition and at what dates were they 
respectively voted, and what sum, if any, 
will appear in the Estimates for 1904-5 
for the purposes of this war. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster). The sums are as follows :— 
Supplementary Army Estimates (1902-3), 
dated 27th February, 1903, £50,100. (It 
was anticipated that £250,000 would be 
spent in the year 1902-3, but that of 
this sum £200,000 could be found out of 
sivings on other Votes, so that it was 
only necessary to take £50,100 on Supple- 
mentary Estimate.) Army Estimates 
(1903-4), dated 27th February, 1903, 
£250,000. Supplementary Army Esti- 
mates (1903-4),  £1,600,000. — Total, 
£1,900,100. As explained in the Memo- 
randum for Army Estimates, 1904-5, 
issued to-day, no provision for Somaliland 
has been included in the original Army 
Estimates. 


Publication of Army Estimates. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War when 
the Army Estimates will be in the hands 
of Members. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The Army Estimates will be 
distributed to-morrow morning. I have 
to-day circulated a Memorandum which 
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is already in the hands of Members. 
| 


Africa—Place of Origin. 
Mr. DUNCAN (Yorkshire, W.R. | 


Otley): To ask the Secretary of State | 
for War if he will state the place of | 
origin of the huts and cantonments sent | 
out to South Africa for the accommoda- | 
tion of the troops. | 


Huts and Cantonments sent to South | 
| 


(duswered by Mr. 
Forster.) The place of origin of these ' 
huts for South Africa and their fittings 
was the United Kingdom. 
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Chinese Labour in the Transvaal. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 
will state what is the nature of the pro- 
vision for the religious observances of 
the Chinese imported into the Transvaal 
which will be secured to them; whether 
the inquiry that is to be made by a 
British Officer in China, before lhe 
certifies that the contract between the 
Chinese labourer and the importer has 
been made voluntarily and with full 
knowledge of its terms by the labourer, 
will include an inquiry into whether he 
has been induced to make it, either by 
the pressure of some secret society or by 
the local authorities who wish to get 
rid of him as an idle or criminal person ; 
and whether the wives and children, 
who may come with the Chinese labourers 
to the Transvaal, will be subjected to the 
same restrictions as to their place of 
residence as the labourers, and as to the 
obligation not to engage in any manu:l 
labour except mining, and not to trade. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttle /ton.) 

Lord Milner will, no doubt, avail himself 
of the advice of Mr. Evans. the Protector 
of Chinese of the Straits Settlements, 
whose services have been placed at his 
disposal, in dealing with the arrangements 
to be made for the religious observances 
of the Chinese, but I am not it present 
in @ position to state what those arrange- 
ments will be. Special care will be 
taken to secure the contract being made 
voluntarily andto prevent the engagement 
of undesirable labourers. The Lieutenant- 
Governor will make suitable regulations ; 
precisely the same restrictions cannot, of 
course, be applied to the women and 
children as to the labourers. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


H.M‘S. ‘‘ Prince of Wales ” —Defective 
Armour Plates. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether the new battleship “ Prince of 
Wales,” which has just completed her 


Seerctary Arnold | gun trials at Chatham, and isto be ready 


for commission by the end of March, has 
armour plates around her foremost bar- 
bette which are developing fissures and 
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cracks, and sealing off in patches of con- 
siderable size and thickness; and, if so, 
whether she will be allowed to go to sea 
With defective protection, or whether it 
will be necessary to unbuild, to remove 
the defective plates; and, in such case, 
whether the manufacturers of the armour 
plates will be called upon to bear the en- 
tire expense incurred. 


THe SECRETARY vo tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, “Wood- 
bridge): One of the armour plates of the 
forward barbette of H.M.S. “Prince of 
Wales” has developed defects on its face 
since being worked into the ship, but these 
defects are not of sucha serious character 
as the hon. Member’s Question implies, 
and unless they should prove te be pro- 
gressive, it will not be necessary to remove 
and replace the plate. It has been de- 
cided to keep the plate under observation 
for a time, but should an extension of the 
defects occur, it may be necessary to call 
upon the manufacturers to provide a new 
plate. 


New War Ships’ Armaments. 

THe Master or ELIBANK(Edinburgh, 
Midlothian) : [beg toask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether it will be necessary 
to provide new guns for the two Chilian 
vessels recently purchased by the Govern- 
ment; and, if so, at what cost. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: It will not be 
necessary to supply new guns for the 
“ Triumph ” and “ Swiftsure.” The guns 
already provided are suitable, and do not 
require to be replaced. 


Naval Works Act Expenditure. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
what is the amount that will be spent by 
31st March of the present year under the 
Naval Works Act. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: The estimated 
expenditure up to 3lst March next under 
the Naval Works Act of 1903 is £3,493,500. 


War Office Reconstitution Committee. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War when a further Report from the 
War Office (Reconstitution) Committee 
will be presented; and whether it will 
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deal with the sanitary administration of 
the Army, to which no reference is made 
in the Report recently issued. The hon. 
Member sad the first part of the 
Question had been practically answered 
already by the official publication of the 
second part of the Report of the War 
Office (Reconstitution) Committee. He 
would ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether it was convenient to give any 
information as to the second part of the 
Question, 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say why this Report appears 
in the morning papers to-day before it 
has been delivered to Members of the 
House ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ArNno.ip- Forster, Belfast, 
W.): This Report was not made to me. 
I am exceedingly sorry it is not in the 
hands of hon. Members. I thought it 
was. It certainly ought to have been, 
and I will see that it is put into their 
hands at the earliest possible moment. 
I think the point of sanitary adrinis- 
tration will be dealt with in the third 
part of the Report, which is not yet 
presented. It is stated in the earlier 
part of the Report that that is the 
intention of the Committee. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON: Will the third 
part of the Report be presented in time 
for its discussion upon the Army Es- 
timates ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I think 
not; but I hope this Report will not be 
debated upon the Army Estimates, but 
will be dealt with by itself. I think, in 
view of the importance of the questions 
raised, that would be more satisfactory 
to the House. 


Irish Military Tailors. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he is aware 
that in the list of firms recommended to 
young officers in Ireland from whom they 
should order their uniforms and other 
necessaries there are several firms who do 
not pay trade-union labour; and that 
there are several whodo not manufacture 
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the work in their own workshops but give 
it out to be done by outworkers; and 
whether, nm view of the recommendations 
of the Commission appointed to inquire 
into the conditions of labour in the 
tailoring trade, he will see that such 
goods are manufactured in sanitary 
workshops and free from underpaid con- 
ditions. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: As there 
is no War Department contract of any 
sort made with these firms the conditions 
of manufacture do not come within the 
scope of War Department inquiry. 


Assam Excise Administration. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): [ beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether the inquiry 
which was instituted into the allegations 
made against the Excise administration 
of Assam in a memorandum issued by 
Mr. James Buckingham, C.I.E., in 1902, 
on behalf of the Indian Tea Association, 


has been concluded; and when the 
Report will be published. 
Tur SECRETARY or STATE For 


INDIA (Mr. Bropricx, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The inquiry has been concluded by 
the local authorities, and I hope shortly 
to receive their Report, together with the 
views of the Government of India upon it. 


Indian Army -Major-General’s 
Commands. 

Caprain NORTON (Newington, W): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India if he can state whether the senior 
officers of the Indian Army are selected 
for Major-General’s commands by a 
selection board in India, by the Secretary 
of State for India, or by the Commander- 
in-Chief in India or England. 


Mr. BRODRICK: These officers are 
appointed by the Government of India, 
on the recommendation of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief in India. 


India Coolies and Transvaal Mines, 

Sin JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he will lay upon 
the Table the correspondence between 
the Government of India and the High 
Commissioner of South Africa relative to 
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the importation of Indian coolies into the 
Transvaal. 


Mr. BRODRICK: There has been no 
correspondence between the Government 
of India and the High Commissioner on 
this subject, and it is not proposed to 
lay any Papers on the Table. 


Canada and Preferential Tariffs. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he can state if a request 
has been received by His Majesty’s 
Government from the Canadian Govern- 
ment for preferential tariff treatment ; 
and, if so, will he say what answer, if any, 
was sent. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretron, War- 
wick and Leamington): There is no 
record in my Department of any such 
request beyond the statement contained 
in the memorandum of the Canadian 
Ministers printed in Parliamentary Paper 
Cd. 1299 of October, 1902. 


Transvaal Labour Ordinance Regulations. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he will, without 
prejudice to the power of making 
further regulations from time to 
time, cause to be forthwith prepared such 
and so many regulations regarding the 
Chinese labour which it is proposed to 
import into the Transvaal as may be, in 
the first instance, necessary in order to 
carry out the provisions of the Ordinance 
and the pledges which he has himself 
given; and whether he will cause these 
regulations to be communicated to Parlia- 
ment before authorising the embarkation 
of any Chinese for South Africa. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: These regulations 
are being prepared. They will be laid 
upon the Table as soon as they are com- 
pleted. I will not sanction the embarka- 
tion of any labourers till I am satisfied 
that the pledges which I have given to 
the House are embodied in the regula- 
tions. Beyond this I cannot give any 
further undertaking. 

Mr. BRYCE: Do I understand that 


labourers may be embarked before the 
House has seen the regulations ¢ 








1227 Questions. 


probably not be the fact. My right hon. 
friend will see that there must be a very 
considerable proceeding by way of ex- 
planation of the contract, and so forth, 
in China before any embarkation can take 
place. The regulations which prescribe 
that procedure will be laid on the Table 
immediately they are passed. 


Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State 


for the Colonies whether the regu- 
lations under the Chinese Labour 


Ordinance will be framed before Chinese 
labourers are recruited in China, if not, 
what steps will be taken to enable the 
superintendent of labourers in China to 
inform the labourers of the proposed 
terms of service. 


*Mr. LYTTLETON : Yes, Sir, the regu- 
lations which concern the terms of ser- 
vice as laid down in the contract must 
obviously be framed before definite con- 
tracts are made. 


Prices of Stores for Chinese Coolies, 

Mr. ASHTON : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether, 
under the Chinese Labour Ordinance, any 
steps will be taken by the Government to 
regulate the prices of goods to be supplied 
to the coolies by the stores in the com- 
pounds; and, if not, how they propose to 
prevent the coolies teing mulcted of their 
wages. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: Ifthe superinten- 
dent of labourers finds it necessary, it will 
be open to the Lieutenant-Governor to 
make regulations on the subject, but, as I 
understand, the labourers will be able to go 
out to make their purchases. I am in 
communication with Lord Milner on the 
subject. 


Transvaal Mines—Sunday Regulations 

Mr. ASHTON: I beg to ask the Secre- 
retary of State for the Colonies whether, 
seeing that the Sunday Labour Law in 
the Transvaal prohibits labour in the 
mines on Sunday, he will use his influence 
to secure that the coolies shall be allowed 
to go outside of the compounds on 
Sundays. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: The extent to 


which it will be convenient and desirable | 
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to grant permits under Clause 19 of the 
Ordinance must be left for settlement in 
the light of experience. 


British Columbia and Chinese and 
Japanese Immigrants. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he is aware that 
agitation existed in the Province of 
British Columbia, Dominion of Canada, 
against Chinese and Japanese immigra- 
tion into that province; that for many 
years, at every session of the Legislature 
of the Province of British Columbia, 
Acts were enacted prohibiting the im- 
migration of Japanese, and were dis- 
allowed by the Dominion Government at 
the request and on the advice of His 
Majesty’s Government; and, if so, will 
he state whether an Act passed at the 
last session of the British Columbia 
Legislature against Japanese immigration 
has been allowed and is now law. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I have nothing 

to add to the answer which I gave on the 
15th instant to the Question put to me 
on this subject by the hon. Member for 
Dundee. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
des) asked if the Bill had now become 
law and was not to be disallowed. 


Mr. Lyrre.ron’s answer was inaudible. 


Canada and Chinese Immigrants. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether, in view of the fact that 
the Canadian Government impose a tax 
of $500 per head in the matter of 
Chinese immigration into Canada, he 
can state if he has any official information 
showing the effect of this restriction 
upon Chinese immigration into Canada. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: The capitation 
tax of $500 was only imposed last 
year, and I have no information as to its 
effect on immigration. 


Quebec and Irish Home Rule. 
Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: I beg toask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
| whether he will lay upon the Table of the 


t See (4) Debates, exxix., 1320. 
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House 4 copy of the resolution in favour 
of Home Rule for Ireland adopted by the 
Legislative Assembly of the Province of 
Quebec, Dominion of Canada, within the 
jast two years, and of the answer sent. 


Me. LYTTELTON: Yes, Sir. 


South Africa—Free Grants of Land to 
Soldier Settlers. 

Mr. DUNCAN (Yorkshire, W.R., Otley) : 
Ibeg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he will state if any grants of 
land in the new South African Colonies, 
and, if any, how many, have been made 
to Yeomanry or Reservists who took part 
in the late war. 


*Me. LYTTELTON: The hon. Member 
will see by reference to the Ordinances 
printed at pages 25 and 69 of Cd. 1463 
that no provision is made for free grants 
of land in the new Colonies, though pre- 
ference is to be given to those who served 
inthe war. I will request the Governor 
to report how many Yeomen and Reser- 
vists have taken up land under those 
Ordinances. 


Crown Agents. 


Mr. ASHTON: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
the Crown Agents for the Colonies are 
appointed by the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies; whether the staff of the 
Crown Agents is appointed by them; and 
whether the commission allowed to be 
levied by the Crown Agents on stores, 
railways, general business, etc., goes in 
relief of the general cost of the mainten- 
ance of the office or is part of the re- 
muneration allowed to the Crown Agents 
individually; and, if so, how is it divided 
amongst them. 


*Mrx. LYTTELTON: (1) The Crown 
Agents for the Colonies are appointed by 
the Secretary of State; (2) Their staff 
is appointed by themselves; (3) All 
the commissions levied by them, under 
the authority of the Secretary of State, 
go into the general fund, out of which 
the office is maintained and on which 
the salaries fixed for the Agents in- 
dividually are charged; and (4) no part 
of such commissions is divided amongst 
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them, and they receive no remuneration 
whatever beyond their fixed salaries. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Is there not now a very large balance of 
that general fund not applied ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Land Concessions in East Africa. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if, 
pending survey and suitable reserves being 
made for natives, he will assure the 
House that no further concessions of land 
in East Africa will be granted to syndi- 
cates. 


*THE UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Ear! 
Percy, Kensington, S.): Every applica- 
tion for land must be treated on its merits 
and every concession granted is subject to 
the provisions of the Crown Lands 
Ordinance, 1902, which protects the rights 
of natives. An extensive tract of country 
is being reserved as grazing ground for the 
Masai, and His Majesty's Commissioner 
has been instructed to make no further 
grants within this area. 


Belligerents in Neutral Ports. 

Captain. ELLICE (St. Andrews 
Burghs): I beg to ask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
there is any international undertaking 
that belligerent ships of war should 
restrict their stay in neutral ports to 
twenty-four hours, or whether such in- 
structions are only applicable to British 
ports. 


*EARL PERCY: There is no such inter- 
national undertaking. The rule was 
adopted by this country in 1862, and, 
since that date, several foreign States 
have issued similar rules in connection 
with their observance of neutrality. 


Brussels Sugar Convention Permanent 
ureau. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): To ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether. in view of the fact that 
it is the duty of the permanent bureau set 
up under the Brussels Sugar Convention 
to collect, translate, arrange, and publish 
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information of all kinds respecting legis- 
lation on and statistics of sugar, not only 
in the contracting States but in other 
States as well, he will say if any such 
information his yet been published by 
the permanent bureau; and, if so, when 
it will be laid before Parliament. 


Question s&. 


*Ear, PERCY: The pros reruns of 
the sittings of the Permanent Commission 
in Juneand July last, as well as fascicules 
1-8 concerning the legislation of various 
countries, were sent to the Library of the 
House of Commons on the 26th of Novem- 
ber. Fascicules 9 and 10 dealing with 
the legislation of Denmark and the Danish 
Antilles were sent to the Library on the 
25th instant. Subsequent publications 
when received will be laid in due course. 


Mr. LOUGH: Have any statistics been 
published by the Bureau ? 


*Eart PERCY: Yes. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Would it be 
possible to have the proces rerbany laid on 


the Table, or are they too long 


*Eart PERCY: They are exceedingly 
bulky. 


Alleged Seizure of British Colliers by 
Russia. 


Mr. ROSE (Cambridgeshire, New- 
market): I beg to ask the Under-Secre- 


tary of State for Foreign Affairs if his 
attention has been called to the seizure 
by Russian destroyers in the Red Sea of 
British steamers laden with coal to Japan; 
and whether, in view of the fact of coal 
not having been declared contraband of 
war by Russia, and that over 15 ships of 
a total value, including cargo, of over 
£700,000, have sailed from Cardiff under 
similar conditions and insured in London 
in the belief that coal was not declared 
contraband of war by Russia, he will 
state whether His Majesty’s Government 
inteid to take any action in the matter. 


*Ear~ PERCY: His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have no information respecting the 
alleged seizures. They have been in- 
formed that the Russian Government are 
‘t present considering regulations in 
regard to contraband visits on the high 
seas, Prize Courts, &c., and that these 
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regulations will shortly be communicated 
to the Powers. 


Central African Natives and the 
Transvaal Mines. 

Sir JOHN GORST: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs when the Papers promised last 
session on the result of the experiment of 
importing Central African Natives into the 
Transvaal for labour in the mines will be 


laid upon the Table of the House. 


* Kart PERCY: 
Papers shortly. 


I propose to lay the 


Continental Labour Farms 
Mr. CATHCART WASON: T beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs 1f he will state where 
copies of the Report furnished by His 
Majesty’s Consuls on the Working of 
Labour Farms on the Continent can be 


had, 


*Eart PERCY: The Returns asked 
for have only lately been completed and 
are now in course of revision for Par- 


liament. 


Command of the Macedonian 
Gendarmerie. 

Mr. BRYCE: I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the Turkish Government has 
insisted that General Giorgis, who has 
been selected for the command of the 
gendarmerie in Macedonia, shall be 
subject to the control of Mustapha 


Pasha, who has been placed as a 
Turkish officer over that corps or of 
such other Turkish officer as may be 


ippointed by the Sultan to that post; 
whether the European Powers, with 
whom the scheme for the gendarmetie is 
being arranged, have refused to agree to 
this demand, and in particular what has 
been the attitude of His Majesty’: Gov- 


ernment towards it; and what is the 
present position of the gendarmerie 
scheme. 

EARL PERCY : We have received 


no information that any such demand 
has been made by the Turkish Govern- 
ment. General de Giorgis and the Com- 
mittee of Staff Officers of the six Powers 
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have, we understand, drawn up a state- 
ment of the conditions which they think 
necessary for the successful reorganisa- 
tion of the gendarmerie. It is hoped 
that its immediate presentation to and 
acceptance by the Porte will enable the 
officers to proceed to their posts without 
further delay. 


Mr. BRYCE: Do I understand that 
General de Giorgis will be in supreme 
command of the gendarmerie and that 
no Turkish officer will be placed over 
him ¢ 


Eart PERCY: I must ask for notice 
of that Question. 


Current Years Revenue. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I beg 
toask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he has reason to anticipate that 
the revenue of the current financial year 
will be sufficient to provide for the new 
burdens created by the Supplementary 
Estimates for the Navy, Army, and 
Civil Services. 

THe CHANCELLOR OF THE 
EXCHEQUER (Mr. Austen CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): No, sir. 


Royal Commission on Our Coal Supplies. 
GEORGE NEWNES (Swansea 
Town): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, whether he will lay at an 
early date upon the Table of the House 
the evidence before the Royal Commis- 
sion on our Coal Supplies, so far as it 
relates to the coal tax. 


SIR 


My. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
(oal Commission has already published 
one volume of Evidence, and another 
volume, I understand, is in the hands of 
the printer for press. It will therefore 
appear shortly. I am informed that it is 
expected that the final volume of 
Evidence and the {Report will be pub- 
lished this year; and that the evidence 
concerning the coal tax, together with 
the conclusions respecting it arrived at by 
the Commission, will appear in these 
final volumes, 


Produce of the Coal Tax. 
Sin GEORGE NEWNES: I beg to ask 
Mr, Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
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he will state the amount of the revenue 
which has accrued from the coal tax 
during the nine months ending 31st 
December, 1903. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
net amount of Revenue which accrued 
from the coal tax during the nine 
months ended 3lst December, 1903, was 
£1,583,903. 


Adulteration of Whiskey in Bond. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
his attention has been called to the 
character of some blends of so-called 
Irish and Scotch malt whiskey; whether 
he is aware that a blend made up ina 
bonded warehouse in Scotland, the total 
amount of which was 2,500 gallons, was 
composed of about 2.000 gallons of 
English spirit and about 500 gallons of 
raw grain patent spirit less than one year 
old, and was sold to the public as genuine 
malt whiskey; and, if so, will he state 
what steps the Treasury intend to take 
to safeguard the public. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have no information to confirm the 
allegations made; but if whiskey which 
is not made of malt is sold as malt 
whiskey, it is an offence against the 
Merchandise Marks Act. wae 

Mr. FLAVIN: If I send him a sample 
made from raw grain spirit, will the right 
hon, Gentleman take the responsibility 
of sampling it himself 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: No, 
Sir, | cannot pretend tobe an authority 
on the subject. 


Mr. FLAVIN: You might do your 
best by trying it. 


Street Traffic—Regulations as to Covered 
Vans. 

Stir THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if he will endeavour to arrange for 
regulations to be issued in regard to 
covered vans, so that the extent of view 
to be provided for the driver under the 
London County Council bye-law, recently 
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confirmed by the Secretary of State, may 
be made perfectly clear. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 


THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AkeERs- | 


Dove.as, Kent, St. Angustine’s): I have 
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/name of the substance it contained and 
‘the word poison, and that no poison 
| Should be sold to young children except 
/in sealed bottles; and, if so, will the 
question of legislation on the subject 


| receive his consideration. 


no power to make any such regulations; | 


and it seems to me that the terms of the 


bye-law which I indicated to my hon. 
friend the other day are sufficiently clear, 
viz., that the driver must have a full and 
uninterrupted view in front and abreast 
of him on each side. Whether in any 
given case this requirement is satisfied is 
a question which must be settled accord- 
ing to the facts of the case—by a Court 
of Law, if necessary. 


Prison Treatment of Passive Resisters. 

Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
N.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether his 
attention hes been called to the case of 
Alderman 0’Connor, of Fulham, recently 
imprisoned in Chelmsford Gaol for default 
in payment of rates; and, if so, will he say 
whether it iscustomary for such an offence 
te compel prisonérs to pick oakum, to 
search them every day, and to supply them 
with ritualistic tracts. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The prisoner 

in question was treated in the same way 
as other prisoners who come within the 
rules for debtors. Such prisoners must 
be given some employment, and when the 
term of detention is so short as fourteen 
days it is sometimes impossible to find 
any better employment than oakum- 
picking. Alderman O’Connor was 
searched on reception, but only once after 
that. He was supplied with a Bible, 
Prayer-book, Hymn-book, and a book 
called “The Narrow Way” (which I am 
assured cannot be called a ritualistic 
tract), and a library book. He made no 
complaints. 


Sale of Poisons—Southwark Inquest. 

Sir THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether his attention has been 
called to a coroner’s inquest, held at 
Southwark on the 23rd inst., when the 
jury. in returning a verdict of death by 
misadventure, added a rider that the 
sellers of acids and all poisons should be 
compelled to label the vessel with the 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I have been 
asked by my right hon. friend to answer 
this Question. I am not aware of the 
facts of this particular case, but as to 
further legislation with regard to the sale 
of poisons I would refer my hon. friend 
to the statement made by the Prime 
Minister on the 4th March last, indicating 
that the matter only awaited a favourable 
opportunity. 


Sugar Surtax. 

Mr. KEARLEY: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade 
whether, having regard to the nature 
of the matter to be! brought before 
the Permanent Commission, established 
under the Brussels Sugar Convention, in 
March next, with reference to the limita- 
tion of the surtax laid down in Article 
III. of the Convention, the Government 
propose to take the advice of experts in 
the trades interested. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD cr 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Ba.rour, Leeds, 
Central): I have taken steps to learn the 
views of those interested in the trades 
referred to, and I shall be glad to consult 
further with any expert who may be 
suggested by the Association representing 
these trades. 


British Merchant _Crews—Desertions at 
San Francisco. 

Str J. FERGUSSON (Manchester. 
N.E.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether the attention ol 
the Board of Trade has been directed to 
the percentage of British merchant crews 
who desert their ships at San Francisco, 
forfeiting their wages and effects, in con- 
trast with those of French ships, whose 
owners have a pecuniary interest in re- 
taining them; and whether he will confer 
with the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
with a view to amending the Merchant 
Shipping Act, Section 232, so as to assimi- 
late the procedure in regard to unpaid 





+ See (4) Debates, cxviii., 1344. 
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wages of deserters to that provided in the 
case of seamen deceased, or will otherwise 
dea! with the matter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My atten- 
tion has been called to the percentage of 
British merchant seamen who desert at 
San Francisco, forfeiting their wages and 
effects, as compared with the percentage 
of deserters from French vessels at the 
sime port, and the matter has been 
referred to in official documents which I 
have received from the United States. 
lhe question of amending Section 232 of 
the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, is under 
my consideration, and the Board of 
Trade are incommunication with various 
bodies representing British shipowners 
on the subject. 


The Irish Land Act. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether the £50,000 a year 
for four vears, reserved out of the Irish 
Development Grant Fund for expenses 
onnected with the loan for the purposes 
of the Irish Land Act, of last year, will 
be available to meet the discount at 
which the stock may have to be floated; 
nd. if not, will he explain exactly to 
what expenses that suinis to be devoted. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
four sums of £50.000 to which the hon. 
Member refers will not be available for 
meeting the charges occasioned by the 
issue of stock at a discount. It is pro- 
vided by the Act that these charges are 
to be paid out of the Guarantee Fund. 
The sums in question are intended to 
form a working balance of the Land 
Purchase Fund to meet temporarily the 
charges upon that fund which may arise 
before moneys applicable to them are 
received, For instance, dividends on 
the Stock will accrue for payment before 
imnuities are in hand for paying them; 
ind cash will be needed out of which 
immediate advances can be made in 
anticipation of issues of Stock. 

Ms. JOHN REDMOND: Dol under- 
stand the right hon. Gentleman to say 
that the discounts will have to be paid 
out of te Guarantee Fund ? 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Yes. 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND: This 
£50,000 is part of the Guarantee Fund. 
Does it mean that no part of the 
£50,000 is to be set aside year by year 
for four years to meet the expenses of 
the flotation, and that the discounts at 
which the stock may be issued will have 
to be paid out of the Development 
Grant ? 


Me. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, %.): 
Do I understand that the £50,000. set 
aside will not be sufficient to meet the 
expenses / 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: N 
Sir. IL had betterrepeat the first sentence 
of my answer— 

“The four sums of £50,000 to which the 
hon. Member refers will not be available for 
meeting the charges occasioned by the issue of 
stock at a discount. It is provided by the Act 
that those charges are to be paid out of the 
Guarantee Fund.” 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: This is a 
matter of vital importance. It was 
clearly understood by all of us that the 
£50,000 were to be set aside for the cost 
of flotation, including the discounts. Are 
we to understand now that the cost of 
discounts is to be paid out of the 
Development Grant in addition to the 
sum taken from that fund for the cost 
of flotation ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
quite agree that the matter is an important 
one. Possibly if the hon. Gentleman 
wishes to pursue the subject he will be 
good enough to put a further Question 
on the Paper, because I ought not to speak 
without having time for consideration. 
But the four sums of £50,000 were not 
intended on either side of the House to 
pay the cost of flotation. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: It 
understood by us. 


Was so 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Yes, 


Mr, AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: We 
may possibly be using language in a 
different sense. [| should like any 
further Question put down. 


Mk. JOHN REDMOND: Ii the right 
hon. Gentleman is right every one of us 
$T 
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who supported the Bill were under an 
entire misapprehension. I will certainly 
put down a further Question. 


Unexpended Balances of Irish Votes. 


Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer if he will 
state on what Votes the unexpended 
balance of £718,136 7s. Ild. arose on 
Irish Votes during the last ten years; 
whether this sum is placed to the credit 
of any Irish account so that it may be 
available for Irish purposes, and if not, 
what has become of this money; and 
whether, beyond the above amount 
during the last ten years, there have been 
any savings from the Votes for the Post 
Office, Revenue Departments, or other 
Votes of a general character on the 
amounts stated in the annual Returns as 
having been expended in Ireland; and, if 
so, what is the additional amount of 
these savings and to what purposes have 
they been applied. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
aggregate surrender includes surpluses 
on all the Irish Votes. The unexpended 
balances on Irish Votes are treated in 
the same way as similar balances on 
English and Scotch Votes—that is to 
say, they go in reduction of the total 
charge against revenue, and if, as the 
result, the revenue exceeds the expendi- 
ture for the year, the surplus is by 
statute applied to the Old Sinking Fund 
in reduction of debt. The amounts 
shown in the Financial Relations Returns 
as expended on Irish Account are not 
based on the voted grants, but on the 
issues made from the Exchequer to meet 
actual expenditure, so far as it can be 
ascertained. 


Mr. LOUGH: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that his predecessor 
said that any savings effected in these 
irish Votes would be applied solely to 
[rish purposes ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
am not aware of anything in that direction 
at all. Which predecessor does my hon. 
friend mean ? 


Mr. LOUGH: The last but one. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I do 
not think he could have made a state- 
ment in such wide general terms. Ireland 
is treated in this matter exactly as 
England and Scotland are. 


Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8.) : 
To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
it he will grant a Return showing how 
the amount of £718,136 7s. 1ld. returned 
by him as the amount of unexpended 
balances surrendered to the Imperial 
Exchequer by the Irish Government in 
the last ten years is made up, giving the 
various heads andthe amount under each 
head. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Thew 
figures are published every year. They 
appear in the column headed “ Surpluses”” 
in the ‘‘ Abstract Statement showing the 
Appropriation of Grants’? which is 
appended to the annual Reports of the 
Public Accounts Committee. 


Irish Local Government Board Officials. 
Mr. P. A. McHUGH (Leitrim, N.): I 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
will grant a Return of the names of 


the persons who have been appointed 
inspectors, auditors. and arbitrators of the 
Local Government Board for Ireland since 
the Local Government Act of 1898 was 
passed, giving in each case the tenure of 
the appointment, the date on which the 
appointment was made, the qualifications 
of the persons appointed, and stating what 
test, if any, such qualifications were sub- 
jected to. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): A 
Return containing the information desired 
in the Question is being prepared and will 
be forwarded to the hon. Member when 
complete. 


Irish Resident Magistrate 
Major Gosselin. 

Mr. P. A. MCHUGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will state on what date 
Major Nicholas Gosselin was appointed a 
resident magistrate for Ireland; the 
various places in which he has been 


' stationed since the date of his appoint- 
ment; 


where he is stationed at the 





the 


ot 


pr 


col 


ave 
the 


- the 
nant 
date 
ed a 

the 
been 
oint- 

the 





1241 (Questions. 


{29 Fesruary 1904} 


Questions. 


1242 


present time; whether he hasdischarged | he will provide permanent .dditional 
any duties except those of resident magis- | assistance as has been done in the case 


trate since the date of his appointment; 


and, if so, what is the nature of those | 


duties. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Major Gosselin was 
appointed resident magistrate on the 2nd 
August, 1882. He was stationed fora 
short time at Killeshandra, county Cavan, 
and at Sligo. He was subsequently 
seconded for employment on special duty 
and ceased to act under the Irish Execu- 
tive. He retired on pension on the 
12th instant. 


Irish Labourers Bill. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he will immedi- 
ately introduce the promised measure 
dealing with labourers in Ireland, so as to 
afford ample time for the consideration 
of its provisions by those specially in- 
terested in the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Prime Minister 
will answer this Question to-morrow. 


Cooscroum (Kerry) Improvement Works. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg toask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board intend to carry out the 
promised improvements at Cooscroum, 
county Kerry, without any further delay. 


-Mr. WYNDHAM: The delay is un- 
avoidable. Work will be commenced on 
the landing place next month. 


Dublin Natural History Museum. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the Report of the Board of 
Visitors of the Dublin Natural History 
Museum, in which it it stated, page 414, 
that the staff has not been increased 
during the past twenty-five years; 
whether he is aware that attention has 
been repeatedly called to this want of 
additional assistance in previous years; 
and whether, in view of the fact that 
catalogues and guides cannot be pre- 
pared and that the work of sorting and 
classifying the specimens is largely at a 
standstill for want of more skilled help, 


‘the sufficiency of the 


of the British Museum. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
staff of the 
Natural History Museum is at present 
engaging the consideration of the new 
Department. 


Land Purchase in King’s County— 
Doolan’s Case. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : 
I keg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, whether his 
attention has been directed to the position 
under the Land Purchase Act of Amos 
Palmer Doolan, of Shinrone, King’s 
county, who was evicted in December,1888 
by his landlord, John Lloyd, esquire. 
Gloster ; is he aware that Doolan has made 
application to the Estates Commissioners 
for reinstatement; that his rent wa: 
£143 per annum; that the holding is now 
let at £90 per eleven months, which 
expires on the 25th February; and that 
Llewellyn W. M. Lloyd, the present 
landlord, proposes to sell this property 
or is in communication with the Estates 
Commissioners on the subject; and 
whether, before the sale is sanctioned, 
Doolan’s case will receive due consider- 
ation. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: An application for 
reinstatement has been received on behalf 
of this evicted tenant. It will be duly 
considered, 


Constable Walsh of Rostrevor. 

Mr, MACVEAGH (Down, S.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he can 
state if the young lady who complained 
of being molested by a police constable 
in Rostrevor, who stopped her in the 
street and insisted on giving her read- 
ings from the Bible, has been afforded 
an opportunity of identifying him; 
whether constable Walsh has denied that 
he is the constable concerned; and what 
steps have been taken by the authorities 
to ascertain the identity of the constable 
concerned, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The lady in question 
was interviewed by the district inspector. 
She stated she was unable to identify 


2T2 
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the constable” who read to her a passage 
from a book, which she believed was a 
Bible. Constable Walsh denies that he 
ever gave, or offered to give, a Bible to 
any Roman Catholic lady. I am inquir- 
ing whether he ever read a portion of the 
Bible to a young lady. But short of this, 
however, it is not proposed to take 
further action in the matter, of which 
sufficient notice has already been taken. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state if the 
Inspector-General of the 


Walsh of Rostrevor his disapproval of 
the constable’s conduct in attending in 


uniform certain open-air sectarian meet- | 
ingsin that town; whether the Inspector- | 


General has expressed his disapproval 
of the constable’s conduct in entering 
into religious controversies; and whether 
the Inspector-General has conveyed his 
ilisapproval of the constable’s conduct in 
distributing sectarian newspapers to 
workmen in the town. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The — constable 
attended in uniform an open-air meeting 
of the Church Army. ‘The Inspector- 
General informed him that it would be 
more prudent to attead outdoor religious 
services in plain clothes. He was 


into religious controversy or distributing 
copies of the British Workman news- 
paper. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Can the right hon. | 


Gentleman inform the House on whose 
uthority he informed the House last 
week that this constable had not been 
censured at all ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The intimation did | 


not amount to censure, and in any ease I | 


think the hon. Member attributes undue 
importance to the matter. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I think I am 
entitled to ask the Question. 
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Royal Irish | 
Constabulary has intimated to constable | 
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dealing with a reply to a previous Ques- 
tion the Clerk at the Table at once says 
I am not entitled to put it ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: And quite rightly. 
Mr. MACVEAGH: Can I ask this—— 





*Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot advise the 
| hon. Member what sort of Question will 
| be in order. He must present it at the 
| Table in the ordinary way, and objection 
| will be taken if it is objectionable, and 
| can, if necessary, be dealt with by me. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I do not want to 


argue the question, but—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member had better proceed to his 
next Question. 


Head Constable Moore. Royal Irish 
Constabulary. 

| Mr. MACVEAGH; I beg to ask th 
| Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
| of Ireland whether he can state how 
| long Head Constable Moore has been 
engaged on temporary duty at Green- 
castle, county Antrim, and when the 
temporary duty is likely to come to an 
end. 


also | 
informed that he should avoid entering | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Since the 10th 
August last. There is no intention 
present to withdraw this Head Constabk 
from Greencastle. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): Will the 
‘right hon. Gentleman state in what 
|temporary character this constable is 
| employed and how many years he will be 


| so employed ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have answered 
| the Question on the Paper, and hav 
| stated there is no intention of withdrawing 
| him. 

| 
| 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Is it a fact that 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It is this man has_ been engaged for twelve 


not in order, on the answer to 
Question, to revert to the answer to a 
previous Question. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: May I point out 


one | monthson temporary duty, and will the 


jright hon. Gentleman state how mucli 
| longer he will be so engaged ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As long as it is 


that if I hand in notice of a Question | considered advisable. 
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Land Purchase in Galway. 
Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 


{29 Fesruary 1904} 


state if any sales or transfers of estates | 


have under the provisions of the Land 
Act of last session been effected in the 
agricultural districts situate within the 


limits of the Parliamentary Borough of | 


Galway; whether the attention of the 
Estates Commissioners has 
lirected to the uneconomic holdings at 
Castlegar and other agricultural districts 


been | 


within the limits of the borough; and | 


whether, in view of the fact that tracts 
of available land now used as grazing 
farms are in the vicinity of these holdings 
ne will, in order to decrease emigration 
from this district, direct the attention of 
the Estates Commissioners and_ the 
Congested Districts Board to this ¥part 
of the west of Ireland, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No overtures;have 
been made to the Estates Commissioners 
for the purchase of lands within the area 
mentioned in the Question. Any repre- 
sentations made to the Commissioners or 
to the Congested Districts Board in this 
respect will be duly considered. 


Railway Rates from Galway to Dublin. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenint of Ireland if he will state whether 
any representations have been made 
by the Department of Agriculture to the 
Midland and Great Western Railway 
Company of Irelind with respect to the 
rates charged for the carriage of goods 
and agricultural products from Galway to 
Dublin; and, if so, what answer was 
received, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Department 
has not received any complaints from 
traders in respect to this matter. Ifsuch 
are made they will receive the careful 
consideration of the Department. 


Ballinrobe Petty Sessions —Licensing 
Prosecution. 

Mr. JOHN O’DONNELL (Mayo, 8.): 
[ beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Mr. Allen Bell, R.M., in pre- 
siding at the Ballinrobe Petty Sessions a 
few days ago, declared that the evidence 
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of two policemen who had preferred a 
charge against a publican, named Faby, 
under the Licensing Acts was untrue, and 
after personally investigating the case 
dismissed it on the merits; and will he 
state whether the resident magistrate 
reported this case to the Attorney-General 
with a view to a prosecution for perjury : 
and, if not, will he state what steps he 
proposes to take in view of his conduct. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The papers in the 
case have been laid before the Attorney- 
General, who is considering the matter. 
A decision will be come to by Govern- 
ment as soon as some further information, 
which has been called for, is forthcoming. 


Insurance of Fishing Boats. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Congested Districts Board has had under 
consideration for more than a year an 
insurance scheme for fishing boats; is he 
now in a position to say what decision 
has been arrived at; and, if so, in view 
of the approach of the spring fishing 
season, what steps should be taken by 
the fishermen to avail themselves of the 
scheme. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The preparation of 
a scheme has necessitated careful con- 
sideration and inquiries. A draft of a 
proposed scheme will come before the 
Board at its next meeting, when it is ex- 
pected that any unsettled questions will 
be disposed of, 


Evicted Tenants in County Cork. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): I beg to ask the Chicf 
Secretary to theLord-Lieutenantof Ireland 
whether he can state how many applic :- 
tions for reinstatement have been re- 
ceived by the Estates Commissioners 
from evicted tenants in Cork county 
since November last; and, if any inde- 
pendent action will be taken by the 
Estates Commissioners by means o! 
which some of these evicted tenants 
may be reinstated {during the approaching 
spring. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Four hundred and 
twenty-nine such applications have been 
received, Upon the sale of estates in 
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the county the inspectors have instruc- 
tions to report on these applications with 
a view to the reinstatement of evicted 
tenants. 


Street Preaching in Cork. 

Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that on the 14th and 21st instant 
attacks were made on street preachers 
in Cork; that on the latter date a man 
named Henry Morris, of Jewish per- 
suasion, was beaten and robbed; and 
that on mounting a side car the carman 
refused to drive him; can he state how 
many arrests were made; and what 
action, if any, he intends to take to 
prevent such attacks. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No attack was 
made on the preachers on either of the 
dates mentioned. A large hostile crowd 
had assembled on each occasion, but the 
preachers were effectually protected by 
the police from assault or injury. The 
painful and deplorable assault committed 
on Mr. Morris, who is not a preacher, 
was not witnessed by the police, and he 
is unable to identify his assailants. No 
arrests have yet been made in connection 
with the assault, though vigilant inquiries 
have been, and are still being, made by 
the police. The police will continue to 
afford every possible protection to the 
preachers. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the unanimous 


feelings of all religious denominations in 
the south of Ireland is that street 
preaching should not be tolerated. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot reply to 
that. 


Capratn DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the Pro- 
testants of Cork have strongly protested 
against this intolerable street preaching 
nuisance. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, S.E.): Has the 
right hon.Gentleman any reason to believe 
thatthe man Morris was attacked in con- 
sequence of his being a Jew? or it was 
for a political reason ? 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. SLOAN: Is it not a fact that the 
citizens of Cork who attempted to rescue 
this man were themselves molested ? 


Questions, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware of 
the fact. The subject of street preaching 
has often been discussed in this House 
and the opinions of the Government are 
well known. 


Several Hon. Members rose to put 
further Questions, but the SPEAKER 
declined to allow the matter to procecd 
further. 


Fair Rent Cases in County Roscommon. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that some 500 tenants on th 
Murphy and De Freyne estates, in the 
county Roscommon, have recently served 
notices to have 2 fair rent fixed; and, if 
so, whether he will urge the Land Com- 
mission to take steps to expedite the 
hearing of cases in distressed districts: 
and whether he willrecommend the Land 
Commission to immediately detach special 
Sub-Commissioners to deal with the De 
Freyne and Murphy estates. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: All fair rent applica- 
tions from these districts, lodged before 
the Ist January, were heard on the 2nd 
and 3rd instant. Some 200 applications 
have been received since the Ist January, 
and a Sub-Commission will be sent down 
to hear them as soon as arrangements can 
be made. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: In view of 
the peculiar circumstances connected with 
this district, will the right hon. Gentleman 
communicate to the Land Commissioners 
his desire to have these cases tried as soon 
a8 possible ? 


Me. WYNDHAM: They will be tried 


aS soon as urangementscan be made. 


Railway Facilities in County Limerick. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he has received a resolution, unanimously 
adopted by the traders and others in 
Abbeyfeale, in the county of Limerick, 
| complaining cf the action of the Great 
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Southern and Western Railway Company 
in withdrawing the Sunday trains between 
Limerick and Tralee; whether he is 
aware that the Waterford and Limerick 
Railway Company ran these trains con- 
tinually for years, and that by the 
amalgamation of this company with the 
former the public were guaranteed equal 
facilities to those heretofore enjoyed by 
them; and, if so, whether, in view of the 
loss and inconvenience caused by the dis- 
continuance of these trains, he will take 
steps to have them continued. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The resolution has 
not been received. I understand, how- 
ever, that the trains referred to were 
postal service trains and were discontinued 
because the receipts from the Post Office 
authorities, together with receipts from 
ordinary traffic, did not cover working 
expenses. This being so, the Department 
is not in a position usefully to make any 
representations to the company as 
suggested. 


Roxboro’ Road School, Limerick. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he can say if the 
money which has accumulated in the 
hands of the Commissioners of Education 
in Ireland on account of the Roxtoro’ 
Road School, Limerick, has been yet 
applied, as he last year, in answer to a 
Questiont, stated that it might, to the 
purposes of technical education in the 
city of Limerick: and, if not, will he 
explain how the case now stands. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : This matter cannot 
conveniently be discussed in the form of 
an answer to a Question. It has formed 
the subject of correspondence with the 
Borough Council of Limerick, which the 
hon. Member has probably seen, and, if 
not, I shall be happy te supply him with 
a copy. 


Irish Tourist Services. 
_ Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Treland whether he can give the dates 
on which the tourists’ services were 
established between Listowel and Tarbert 
by car, between Tarbert and Kilrush by 





t See (4) Debates, exix., 358, 
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steamer, and between Ennistimon and 
Ballyvaughan by car; and whether he 
will say if the service was a daily one: 
and, if not, what portion of the year was 
covered by the service between Listowel 
and Tarbert, Tarbert and Kilrush, and 
Ennistimon and Ballyvaughan. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have called for 
but not yet received this information, 
and must ask the Hon. Member to repeat 
the Question to-morrow. 


Knockavilla Catholics and the Police. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that for some time past 
policemen are in the habit of watching 
the Roman Catholic church and the con- 
gregation at Knockavilla, county Tip- 
perary, during the hours of worship on 
Sundays; is he aware of the views of the 
congregation upon the action of the police, 
and will he state for what purpose they 
are there. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has not been correctly informed. The 
police attend service in this church and 
afterwards remain in the village for the 
purpose of enforcing the Licensing Laws. 


Tulla Labourers’ Cottages Scheme. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he wil] explain why the Local Government 
Board has not sanctioned certain schemes 
for the erection of labourers’ cottages in 
the Tulla, county Clare, union district, 
which have been presented by the local 
council, 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The schemes were 
inquired into so long ago as 1895. They 
were not then sanctioned for reasons 
which were communicated in detail to 
the local authority. If fresh representa- 
tions are now submitted to the Board by 
the district council they will be con- 
sidered. 


Arklow Harbour. 
Mr. COGAN (Wicklow, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware of 








1251 


the fact that Arklow Harbour was con- 
structed in opposition to the protest of 
the local authorities, by whom the Board 
of Works plans were condemned; and 
whether, in view of the present condition 
of the harbour, and of the fact that the 
industries of the townare threatened with 
extinction, he will see that the necessary 
repairs are carried out by the Board of 
Work», who are responsible for the con- 
struction of the harbour. 


Question s. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A committee of 
persons 
tions to the plans. Other persons in the 
locality supported the plans, which. | 
have already stated, were approved by 
two eminent harbour engineers whom the 
Government deputed to report upon the 
Board’s scheme. 


was faulty. 
inquiry I have nothing to add to my 
former statements on the subject. 


Galway Rates. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ire- 
land whether he is aware that an aren 
within the town limits of Galway is 
covered with ruins and waste buildings 
which are exempt from the payment of 


rates, and which the owners will not put | 


in repair; and, if so, whether, in view of 
the representations of the urban council 


of Galway in this matter, it is his inten- | 
tion toe introduce legislation this session | 
which will enable the council to deal | 
effectively with the matter and to levy | 


rates on this area. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 


IRELAND (Mr. Arkinson, Londonderry, | 


N.): There is no intention to introduce 


legislation dealing specially with this | 
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locally interested raised objec- | 


The silting up of the | 
harbour does not prove that the scheme | 
In reply to the concluding | 
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| supervising duties in the sorting office; 
}and state whether he is awire that én 
| officer on the clerk’s class who was pro- 


| moted a few years ago has never done a 
supervising duty in the sorting office, 


Tur POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
Srantey, Leneashire, Westhoughton): 
[ am making inquiry on the subject, 
and I will communicate the result to the 
hon. Member. 





Question Withdrawn. 

The following Question appeared on 
the Paper, but Mr. Nannerti declined 
to put it as it had been +o altered at the 
Table as to destroy its meaning: 


Mr. Nannetti: To ask the Post- 
master-General if his attention has been 
drawn to the Fourth Report oi the 
Public Accounts Committee on the Post 
| Office Vote in which the Committee 
istaited with reference to the Corcoran 
| defalcations that the Committee were 
not satisfied from the evidence before 
them that the fine of £10 wis adequate 
to the occasion; and, if so, whether, 
considering the punishment meted out 
'to subordinate officers, he intends to 
take any steps in view of this Report.” 


Cork Telegraph Staff. 


Caprais DONELAN: On __ behalf 
of the hon. Member for Cork 
[ beg to ask the  Postmaster- 
General _ if his attention has been 


called to the ease of the male telegraph 
learners in the Cork Office who have 
recently qualified, and who are still on 
half pay; and, if so, will he explain why 
'these qualified officers are compelled to 
perform two hours work per day in the 
| sorting office without remuneration on the 
ground of learning their duties. 


Lorp STANLEY : [have madeinquiry, 


particular case. If the hon. Member | 
wishes to ascertain what are the intentions | 
of Government with regard to any | 


measure dealing with local taxation 
generally he should address his Question 
to the Prime Minister. 


Dublin Post Office. 
Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General if he will explain 
why officers promoted in Dublin recently 


as | promised the hon. Member, and | tind 
|that two male learners, who qualified 
| recently for appointment, but for whom 
| there are at present no full time duties 
}on which they can be employed, have 
| given two hours additional attendance in 
| the sorting office for the purpose of 
enabling them to maintain their efficiency 
in postal work. They continue to rank 


have not been called on to perform the | as learners, but if an opportunity occurs 
duties proper to their class, namely,| for giving them full-time employment, 
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their cases will not be lost sight of. A 
revision of the staff is now under 
consideration. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sir H, CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
May I ask the Secretary of State for 
War when the Army Estimates will be 
in the hands of hon. Members? I 
see that they, like the Report of the Re- 
constitution Committee, have been 
handed to the Press first. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That is a 
matter, I think, for which I am responsible. 
I understood that hon. Members were 
most desirous to see the figures of the 
Army Estimates before the discussion 
took place on the Navy Estimates. I 
therefore took care that the Memorandum 
should be circulated, and I believe it is 
it this moment in the Vote Office. The 
Army Estimates themselves will not be 
circulated until to-morrow. For the 
convenience of hon. Members I did 
ndeavour on Saturday night to have the 
Memorandum circulated, and if it was 
not in the hands of hon. Members this 
morning that matter I regret. If the 
exigencies of printing did not allow 
hon. Members to receive it before mid- 
day to-day I regret it. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The point is that if it is not possible to 
place these documents in the hands of 
Members they ought not to be given to 
the Press. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I admit 
that as a general procedure; but this is 
a particular case, because I understood 
that it was thought desirable that this 
locument should be in the hands of 
on. Members to-day before they dis- 
cussed the Navy Estimates. I have done 
my very best to secure its circulation 
to-day. If Government printing goes a 
little less rapidly than other printing that 
is a matter for which I am not respon- 
sible. Idid my best to secure the circula- 
tion of the Papers to-day. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
How did it get to the Press ? 


Me. ARNOLD-FORSTER: This oc- 
curred on Saturday, and the Press have 
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facilities for printing on Saturday and 
Sunday which the Government do not 
possess. There has been no unusu®! 
course taken. The course taken has 
been, I believe, for the convenience of 
Members. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The Press could not bring it out until 
they got it. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: If I may use 
a printing phrase, the copy went to both 
printers at the same time. There is no 
doubt about that. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Now I wish to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department what the order 
of business will be this week. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: We propose 
to take the Navy Estimates to-day. to- 
morrow, and Wednesday, and the Army 
Estimates on Thursday moving the 
Speaker out of the Chair. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Seeing that the Army Estimates will not 
be in the hands of hon. Meinbers till 
to-morrow, is it not scanty time to allow 
till only Thursday for hon. Members to 
consider them ? 


*\Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: If the right 
hon. Gentleman will repeat the Question 
to-morrow the matter shall be considered 
meantime. 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stow- 
market): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
consider the advisability of supplying 
Blue-books and other State Papers to hon. 
Members and to the Press simultaneously. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, Order! The 
hon. Member had better put that Ques- 
tion down. It is now three o’clock, and 
the matter is not one of an urgent 
character. 

EDITING QUESTIONS. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal 8.) 
asked permission to call Mr. Speaker’s 
attention to a matter regarding the 
practice of the House which affected every 
Member oneitherside. It would bein the 


recollection of hon. Members that that 
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very day a Question down in the name 
of his hon. friend the Member for the 
College Green Division of Dublin was 
not put because his hon. friend complained 
that crucial words had been eliminated 
without any reason having been given to 
his hon. friend by the clerks at the Table. 
His hon. friend had told him that he re- 
ceived no communication whatever from 
the clerks at the Table about the elimina- 
tion, cf which he certainly ought to have 
had notice. He did not wish to show any 
personal disrespect to the learned gentle- 
men at the Table, but he desired it to be 
perfectly understood that Questions were 
not to be edited by the clerks except 
with the permission of Mr. Speaker. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not entitled to make a 
speech. He is not asking my ruling; 
he is giving his own ruling. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said he was 
endeavouring to give Mr. Speaker’s ruling 
in his own words. Perhaps he was 
putting it too enthusiastically. But be 
would put himself in order by asking a 
(Juestion. He wished to know whether 
the clerks at the Table had any right to 
alter a Question without Mr. Speaker’s 
permission, and whether if they did alter 
a Question, it was not their duty to ask 
the hon. Member putting the Question 
whether he approved of the alteration. 
In this particular case the fact that the 
words omitted were crucial words was 
proved by their insertion in the type- 
written answer which had been supplied, 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that when any 
substantial alteration was thought 
necessary it was the duty of the clerks to 
communicate with the hon. Member 
putting the Question, and they always 
endeavoured to do so. It was often very 
difficult to communicate with an hon. 
Member about his Question, but he was 
told that this Question had been in print 
for some days in the form in which it 
now stood on the Paper, and if the words 
left out were so crucial he should have 
thought the hon. Member for College Green 
would have called attention to it before. 
He assured the hon. Member that there 
was no attempt on the part of the clerks 
at the Table to assume any undue 
authority. 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 


{COMMONS} 





(Navy Estimates). 


*Mr. NANNETTI, as a matter of 
personal explanation, said another Ques- 
tion of his received similar treatment the 
week before, and was rendered ridiculous 
by having the very kernel taken out of it. 
In declining to put the Question under 
discussion he did not intend to be either 
rude or discourteous to the House, but as 
a protest against the way in which his 
Questions had been frequently treated at 
the clerks’ Table. 


NEW BILLS. 
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MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY ACT 
(1882) AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the Married Woien’s 
Property Act, 1882,” presented by Mr. 
Kimber; supported by Sir George 
Bartley, Mr. Eugene Wason, and Mr. 
Lowe; to be read a second time upon 
Friday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
100.] 


PHARMACY BILL. 


To provide for the further regulation 
of the sale of poisons, and the com- 
pounding of medical prescriptions, and 
to amend the Pharmacy Acts, 1852, and 
1868,”’ presented by Mr. Lough: to be 
read a second time upon Monday, 21st 
March, and to be printed. [Bill 101.) 


PARLIAMENTARY VOTERS AND 
ELECTIONS BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to the 
qualification and registration of Parlia- 
mentary Voters and to Parliamentary 
Elections; and for other purposes in 
relation thereto,” presented by Mr 
John Sinclair; supported by Mr. Ashton, 
Mr. John Burns, Mr. Lloyd-George, Mr. 
Kearley, and Mr. Ure; to be read a 
second time upon Friday, &th July, and 
to be printed. [Bill 102.] 

SUPPLY (NAVY ESTIMATES). 

Order for Committee read. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said that, 
on a point of order, he wished to ask 
whether they could have the business 
taken in the order in which it was printed 
on the Paper, and whether hon. Members 
who had obtained a place in the ballot 

. might not go on with their Motions before 
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the Secretary to the Admiralty made his 
statement ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER said there was no 
point of crder. The hon. Member in 
charge of the Order of the Day was about 
tomove that he leave the Chair, and if 
the hon. Member wished to pretace that 
with certain observations it was not in his 
powertopreventhim. That practice had 
oi late years been frequently followed 
both with the Navy and Army Estimates. 


*THe SECRETARY to rue ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. PReryman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge) said that in moving that the 
Speaker do now leave the Chair it would 
be for the convenience of the House if he 
made a general statement on the Navy 
Estimates. He felt that in continuing 
this practice, which had been followed for 
years,he was under considerable disability. 
His qualifications were very greatly less 
than those of the hon. and right hon. 
Gentlemen who had preceded him in this 
task, and therefore he asked the in- 
dulgence of the House in laying before 
them those matters which it was now his 
duty to do. Before entering on his state- 
ment, however, he believed he was only 
expressing what was the general feeling 
of all Members on both sides of the House 
in saving how very much they should miss 
irom these debates the late Sir William 
Allan, who always took a prominent part 
in discussions on the Navy. Though 
they might not always agree with all 
the opinions he expressed, they were 
assured both at the Admiralty and in the 
House that he was a true friend of the 
Navy, hadits welfare at heart, and never 
approached naval subjects in any Party 
spirit. The feature of the Estimates 
om which the House would cencen- 
trate attention most closely was their 
magnitude. It was his duty, firstly, to 
explain. as far as he could, where these 
large increases arose, and secondly 
to justify them. Those who had 
studied the figures must have noticed 
that more than half the total increase 
érose on Votes 8 and 9—especially Vote 
8. which was the Construction Vote. 
In previous discussions on these Esti- 
mates the hon. Member for Dundee more 
than once expressed the opinion, with 
which he fully concurred, that Vote 8 
Was the key to all; that if that Vote was 
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large, there would be a corresponding 
increase in all the other Votes. The 
hon. Member, however, had also applied 
a Standard which he wished to correct. 
The hon. Member said that Vote 8 would 
approximately amount to one-third of 
the total; but that standard was not 
appticable to-day, for Vote 8 was more 
nearly one-half than one-third of the 
total and it would not bea true deduc- 
tion that because Vote 8 amounted to 
£18,000,000 this year, the Navy would 
cost three times that amount at some 
future date. All gun mountings which 
Were not transferable were charged to 
Vote 8 and not to Vote 9%, and as 
advances took place in scientific con- 
struction, they would be constantly add- 
ing to the mountings which were part of 
the ship and decreasing those which 
formed part of the gun. Then stores, 
coal and the increased cost of the ships 
themselves were charged to Vote &. 
That meant that the increase in the cost 
of iut/riel was out of proportion to the 
other Votes. A proportion of the in- 
crease in the Vote was due to the 
purchase of the twoChilian battleships and 
to providing the ammunition for them. 
The remaining Votes he would shortly 
summarise to the House to show that 
there were increases common to thet all, 
automatic increases due to the increase 
in the size of the fleet. On Vote 
1, there was an addition of 4,000 
men, but beyond that there was an in- 
crease of pay tothe Royal Marines, which 
Was necessary in consequence of the in- 
crease of pay which the Army were to 
receive from the Ist Apri] next. On 
Vote 2, there was an increase in the total 
cost of victuallirig, due to the increase in 
the number of men and to the decision 
to grant to the Royal Marines from Ist 
April free rations when they were ashore 
which they had not received before. 
The increase on Vote 3, medical estab- 
lishments and services, was partly auto- 
matic, as it was calculated in direct pro- 
portion to the number of men in the fleet, 
but there was also an increase due ‘o 
the opening of the new Naval Hospital 
at Chatham. A considerable increase on 
the Education Vote was due to the open- 
ing of the new Cadet Establishment at 
Osborne, and the Vote for the Royal 
Naval Reserves was largely increased in 
order to provide for additional numbers 
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for the Reserves. The increase of Vote 
9, apart from the charge which fell upon it 
for the Chilian ships, was due chiefly 
to the cost of the new cordite, which 
cost Is. 10d. per Ib. on an average 
as compared with Is. 5d., the price 
of the old cordite, while a_ larger 
quantity of the new cordite was required 
for each individual charge than was the 
case with the cordite now in use. Vote 
10 would be dealt with by the Civil 
Lord of the Admiralty, but it would be 
noticed that the increase there was due 
to the larger annuity under the Loan 
Act. The Admiralty Vote showed an 
increase of £21,000, but he did not 
think that the total of that Vot> could 
be considered unduly large, as it was less 
than | per cent. of the whole sum which 
the Admiralty had to administer. 


He would now like to say something 
as to the justification for these enormous 
Estimates. The country had decided to 
adopt what was known as the “two- 
Power standard” in its naval policy; 
and this. in the view of the Ad- 
miralty. meant that this country should 
be able to engage in a naval war 
with reasonable probability of emerging 
victorious from a contest with any other 
two naval Powers. This principle must 
be broadly applied, not solely to particular 
units or particular ships. So far as it 
was applicable to ships, he would quote 
the words used by the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, at Glasgow, in April last— 

“The standard applies only to battleships, 
because in the matter of cruisers there can be 
no question of equality.” 


The standard could only apply to battle- 
ships ; and though the desired preponder- 
ance could not be distinctly expressed 
in units, so far as it could be it 
was expressed in the number of battle- 
ships that could be put in line of battle 
against the fleets of any two other Powers. 
It might be said that the standard was 
too high, or too low, and criticisms had 
been offered from both points of view. 
It had been freely stated that the 
Admiralty had ignored the battleship 
programme of other Powers; that in 
making their calculations the Admiralty 
had not taken account of the ships laid 
down by Russia. The Admiralty were 
fully aware of what Russia was doing 
and well informed as to the Russian 


M.. Pretyman, 
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battleships programme, and the naval! 
strength of this and other friendly 
Powers had entered into the calculation, 
There were three friendly Powers in 
Europe who were the _ principal 
maritime and naval Powers—France, 
Russia, and Germany. ‘Taking the first 
two combined, the total number of 
battleships, first and second class, built 
and building, was sixty-four. The total 
of French and German battleships, built 
and building, first and second class, was 
sixty- one. The total of battleships in 
the Navy of Great Britain, first and 
second class, built and building, was 
sixty-three, so that we were very close 
to the mark. This country was well up 
to the standard and not unduly bevond 
it. 


Mr. RITCHIE (Croydon) asked if the 


hon. Gentleman would state the tonnage. 


*Mr. PRETYMAMN said he had not the 
figures at hand; he could give them, but 
did not think this was a matter of 
supreme importance. In considering the 
question of cruisers, the Admiralty were 
not governed solely by the two-Powe1 
standard. The duty of a cruiser was not to 
fight in line of battle, but to protect our 
trade, our commerce, and our mercantile 
marine; and therefore it would be seen 
that the standard of strength to which 
they had to build was not a com- 
parative one; it was a question ol 
proportion to be considered in re- 
lation to the magnitude of the interests 
to be protected. The sea-borne trade of 
the Empire represented £1,200,000,000, 
and that was a figure that spoke 
for itself. The Navy was not the Navy 
of this country but the Navy of the Em- 


pire. The importation into this country 
of food and raw material in 1902, 


was represented by £379,000,000; the 
tonnage for that year he had not got. 
but it was larger than in 1901, when it 
was 34,000,000 tons. Daily there were 
93,000 tons of food and raw material 
brought into this country under the 
protection of our Navy. The total ton- 
nage of the mercantile marine of the Em- 
pire was 16,000,000; the total mercantile 
tonnage of the rest of the world was 
17,500.000, and as 1,500,000 of that was 
on the great lakes of America, the total sea- 
going tonnage of the Empire was as great 
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as that of the rest of the world. It was 
clear, therefore, that having these im- 
mense, these vital interests to protect, the 
Admiralty could not estimate the neces- 
sity for cruisers by the standard appli- 
cable to any other two Powers, Lord 
Rosebery, speaking not long ago in 
Scotland. said, “The world is our 
granary.” Yes, and if the world waa our 
granary the British Navy held the key of 
that granary, and long it would be before 
any responsible Government would pro- 
pose, or Parliament sanct ion, the surrender 
of that key. Much had been heard of late 
of the enormous value oi the invisible ex- 
ports of the country. Inthat expression was 
included the earnings of our mercantile 
murine, and these were absolutely depen- 
dent on the maintenance of the open sea 
by our cruisers. In the published state- 
ment of the First Lord there was a 
reference to the Intelligence Department, 
and it the duties of this 
Department to consider the complications 
of these trade matters and advise the 
Admiralty, after scientific research, as to 
the cruiser strength necessary. It 
no haphazard estimate; it was arrived at 
by scientific and expert examination. He 
could not lay before the House the steps 
by which the calculation was made, but 
the House would accept it from him that 
the Estimates laid before the House, the 
heavy demands made upon the country, 
were the result of careful and scientific 
consideration. 


was one ot 


was 


Mr. LOUGH asked what was the 


standard by which this was arrived at. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said the basis—using 
that as a better word than standard—was 
to be found in the fizures he had viven, and 
he was sure the House would appreciate 
his meaning. Smaller vessels followed in 
proportion, and increase in other V otes was 
‘utomatic. Onthese broad grounds, and 
with a full sense of their responsibility, the 
Admiralty presented Estimates containing 
these enormous figures. Repeating what 
had been said by his predecessor, he could 
assure the House the Admiralty in no way 
gloried in the size of the Estimates. The 
Admiralty much regretted to have to ask 
‘he country to make these great sacrifices, 
but if we were in the position of having 
‘o import this immense mass of raw 
material and food, on which the very 
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existence of our people depended, this 
expenditure must be considered as an 
insurance and a set-off against the cheap- 
ness of the commodities we obtain. 


Upon other matters he was absolved 
from entering at great length, because 
the statements in the Estimates and the 
statement of the First Lord were exhaus- 
tive and practically gave all the informa- 
tion necessary. One or two points, 
however, he would refer to, and first to 
the personnel. It would be satisfactory 
to the House to know that steps had been 
taken to increase the Reserves, because 
this bore very much on the question of 
economy. It was clear that, a certain 
number of men being required to man 
the Fleet when it was mobilised for war, 
it must be more economical that a certain 
proportion should be Reserve men, and 
not that all should be active service 
men, With the consequent heavy ex- 
penditure. That subject was carefully 
examined by a very able Committee, 
presided over by the right hon. Baronet 
the Member for Berwick, and th» 
whole of the steps which had been 
taken to increase the Reserves had been 
taken on the recommendation of that 
Committee whose Report had been laid 
before the House. No important criticisms 
had been made of that Report on the 
platiorm or in the Press, and therefore it 
might be taken to have been accepted by 
the country. One of the most important 
recommendations the extension of 
the non-continuous service system, and 
he might state that the total of 1,000 non- 
continuous seamen and stokers, which was 
the number to be taken in any one year, 
would be reached by the end of this year. 
The entries were very satisfactory and 
were well reported on, and there was 
every reason to believe that the anticipe- 
tions of the Admiralty on that point 


was 


would be justified. Then there was 
the Roya! Fleet Reserve which con- 
sisted of active service ratings who 
were pensioners or had retired from 
the service and joined the Royal 
Fleet Reserve. That was 2 most im- 


portent Reserve, and the numbers upon 
the whole were extremely satisfactory. 
The total number of the Fleet Reserve 
was 8,548 men, a considerable increase 
on the total of last year. The Royal 
Naval Reserve was also a very important 
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item, and by the Naval Forces Act of 
last session the limit of 30,000 men, 
which used to be the limit of that Reserve, 
was removed. In the coming year it 
was proposed to increase it by fifty 
executive officers, 180 warrant engineers, 
and 3,600men; and also twenty-five 
officers for the Australian Reserve. The 
condition of that Reserve was satisfac- 
tory, the numbers showing an increase. 
An important feature of the Royal 
Naval Reserve was the institution of a 


corps ot Royal Naval Reserve in 
Newfoundland. Under the Act of last 
vear the force in Newfoundland was 


authorised and arrangements had been 
made by which the Newfoundland 
Government made an annual payment 


of £3,000 for the 600 men who were 
to be enrolled. On 31st December 
last there were 398 enrolled, whose 


progress under training was reported to 
be very satisfactory and whose standard 
of physique was very high. There 
was one other important section of the 
Reserve forces—the Naval Volunteers, 
They were raised under the Act of last 
session. organised under local divisions, 
and sub-divided into companies. Each 
division was now commended by a com- 
mander, instead of a lieutenant. Up to 
the present, 2,000 men had been enrolled 
and two divisions had been formed—one 
in London, and one on the Clyde—and 
negotiations were in progress for the for- 
mation of divisions in other places on the 
south and east coasts, and at Liverpool. 
A drill ship was now being fitted in 
Sheerness for the London division. 


He would like to say a word before 
departing from the subject of personnel 


about the most important question 
of training of men _ and __ officers. 
The first thing he would refer to 


was the new establishment at Osborne. 
Last September the building was occupied 
by eighty naval cadets, within nine 
months of the original decision of the 
Board to establish the new system 
of training. That decision was not 
come to by the Admiralty without 
being criticised from one or two points 
of view, by the hon. Member for Dundee 
and the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Cambridge University. The method of 
selection undoubtedly presented consider- 
able difficulties. Hitherto the method of 


Mr. Pretyman. 


{COMMONS} 
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selection of the cadets for the Britannia 
had been taken at an intermediate age, 
There were two periods in the career of the 
average English boy, one when he pagsed 
from the preparatory into the second- 
ary school, and one when he passed from 
the secondary school to the University. 
It was thought that by taking boys at 
the age of fifteen, the Admiralty would 
have the advantage of the boys having 
received a public school education ; butit 
was found that they did not derive that 
advantage, and that the real alterna- 
tive lay between taking the boys 
at twelve to thirteen, or at seven- 
teen to eighteen, and it was decided, 
after careful consideration, that the 
younger age was the better, because 
the Admiralty would be able to 
combine a good secondary — school 
education together with that particular 
training in a naval atmosphere which had 
been so advantageous in the past. Then 
the question arose as to competitive 
examination, and it was held to be cruel 
to subject these young lads to such an 
examination. The alternative decided 
upon was nomination, but nomination sur- 
rounded by the greatest safeguards. The 
system that had been adopted had already 
been explained to the House, and inthelast 
few days a statement had been circulated 


showing exactly the way in which 
the selection for these nominations 
had been carried out. He thought 


that the reports of the Interview Com- 
mittee threw a favourable light on the 
system, and that hon. Members would 
agree that it was working out extremely 
satisfactorily. One boy showed great 
judgment in an answer given before the 
Interview Committee. He was asked, 
‘* Who were the three gre:test admirals?” 
and he answered, ‘‘ Nelson, Blake, and 
Lord Selborne.” That the parents of the 
boys were well satisfied might be gathered 
from the remark that had been made to 
him bya lady who had a boy at Osborne. 
She said, “Our boy is so happy there. 
He tells us he hascream with his porridge.” 
That showed they did not starve the boys. 
The establishment at Osborne was pro- 
vided with a sea-going vessel, in which 
boys were taken to sea and given instruc- 
tion, and everything was provided in 
order to combine the best secondary 
education, as given in a public school, 
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with that practical instruction so neces- 
sary for the education of a naval cadet. 
He wished strongly to emphasise the 
desire of the Admiralty that in the 
selection of these boys no advantage 
should be given to any boys who hal 
been crammed for any form of examina- 
tion. The Board of Admiralty desired 
that the examination should be assimi- 
Jated as nearly as possible in every 
particular to the or‘inary examination 
which a boy of twelve or thirteen would 
have to pass in order to enter a public 
school. He thought the House would 
agree that it Was In no way necessary to 
specialise the examination of a boy before 
that age. It wasnot intended or desired 
that any form of speciali ation should 
begin until after the boy had gone to 
Osborne. and the course of the examina- 
tion would constantly be directed rather 
to placing ata disadvantage boys who 
hid been specially crammed for it. 

As to the general training of the men, 
there had been recently a very great 
change, which the House had fully 
approved, in the method of  train- 
ing the men of the Fleet. Up to 
a vear ago the whole of the 
men of the Fleet were trained as seamen 
in masts and yards, and gunnery and 
the vork in the engine-room and stoke- 
hold were treated as specialities, As 
the necessity for increased knowledge 
of gunnery, care of machinery, and stoke- 
hold duties among all the men of the 
Fleet was foreed upon the Admiralty, it 
became clear that the gunnery school, 
the torpedo school, and the various 
schools in which instruction was given 
would have to provide accommodation 
for the whole of the men of the Fleet. 
Under the new system, instead of these 
s‘hools being overcrowded, it had been 
realised that the necessary training for 
every man of the Fleet was training in 
cunnery, in stokehold duties, and in care 
of machinery, from the earliest age at 
which a boy entered the service on board 
the training ships. That had become 
the normal training of every man of the 
Fleet instead of the training in masts and 
yards. In addition to that, in order that 
they might not lose the activity and 
nerve which were necessary for every 
seaman, a course of physical instruction 
and yymnastics wasincluded. The result 
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had been that the schools of special in- 
struction had again become, as they were 
originally intended to be, schools for the 
instruction of those who showed special 
aptitude for the particular work which the 
schools were intended to teach; over- 
crowdng was avoided, and the only ratings 
who were sent to these schools were those 
who were able to derive considerable profi: 
to themselves and to the service from the 
instruction which they obtained. 


The House had frequently expressed 
its interest in the question of the shoot- 
ing of the Fleet, and the Admiralty had 
been pressed to issue a Return giving the 
exact particulars of the shooting of cach 
gun ineach ship. The Admiralty desire: 
to place at the disposal of the House all] 
the information that it was possible to 
give on this subject, but he thought the 
House would see that they could not 
place at the disposal of other countries 
information which was extremely im- 
portant to them, and which we were not 
able to obtain fromthem. But a Return 
would be issued which would show, not 
the exact shooting of every gun of every 
ship, but the relative value of the shoot- 
ing of every ship and of every series of 
guns in a ship. The Return would also 
give the names of the men who had 
specially distinguished themselves. He 
thought the House would accept the 
principle that the prize-firing was by no 
means everything. What the Admiralty 
desired was that the men should learn to 
shoot in peace time at ranges and in 
conditions probable in war. They wished 
to avoid an artificial system of practic 
at ranges not likely to occur in war. He 
was able, from Returns which had reache«| 
the Admiralty, to report that the firing 
practice during the past year had been a 
great improvement uponpast years. Thee 
had been some exceptional shooting. The 
“Leviathan,” he thought, had a record 
which could hardly be beaten. Steaming 
at twelve knots and firing ten rounds 
from a 92 gun in thre» minutes, she 
obtained ten hits upona target fifteen feet 
by t.venty feet, at arange of from 1,400 to 
2,000 yards. The firing of the twelve-inch 
guns in the Channel Fleet was also excep- 
tionally good. By the provision of th: 


necessary appliances the Admiralty ha: 
done their best to enable the gunners to 
They had recently 


exercise their’ skill, 
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provided every important ship of the | preserved meat. The new rations had 
Fleet with new six-power telescopes, | been in force in the Fleet for five months, 
which was double the power of the| and though there was no doubt that 
telescopes formerly in use. These new they were considerably appreciated, he 
telescopes for the China Fleet were now could not say that they had been taken 
on their way. up tothe extent that had been hoped and 
. expected. Apparently many of the men 
regarded the new rations as an admirable 
means of increasing their savings, because 
they allowed a considerable quantity of 
the rations to lapse, took up the money, 
and purchased what they required from 
the canteen. The coffee, however, had 
been well taken up and was very much 
appreciated. The question was likely to 
be asked whether something might not 
be done to provide the men o/ the Flee; 
with soft bread instead of biscuits,  T! 
Admiralty had taken up that 
matter and a _ start was being 
made. They had ordered two 
sets of plant for makiay and baking 
bread and installed them in the * King 
Edward VII.” and the “Suffolk.” In 
the Estimates for 1904-5 money was 
taken for the purchase of ten additional 
sets of plant. which would be installed 
in four battleships of the “King 
Edward VII.” class and six cruisers of 
the ‘‘ Devonshire” class. [i the experi- 
ment was successiul no doubt the system 
would be extended. There certainly 
had been some complaints in the Fleet 
oi the quality of the cooking on board 
the ships. That was a difficult question. 
The Admiralty did not wish to increase 
the number of non-combatants on board 
ship, but they were desirous o! doing 
everything they could to give instruction 
in cookery. ‘There were now three 
schools of cookery, one at each oi the 
three home ports; up to recently there 
was only one at Portsmouth. then 
there was the point raised by the hon. 
Member for Devonport list year, namely, 
/the question of manufacture at the 
victualling yards which had been caretully 
*Mr. PRETYMAN said that class was | considered, and it had been decided to 
being continued and he believed it was | cease the manufacture of oatmeal, flour 
satisiactory. The next question wasthat of | and suet. The manufacture of biscuits 
the victuallingof the Fleet. The new rations | and chocolate would be continued. 
which had been sanctioned had been in 
force in the training ships for twelve He now came to the progress 01 Con- 
months. They had been found ex-| struction voted. The policy and the 
tremely satisfactory and had been much | Progress oi construction and reconstruc- 
' ; tion were so very fully stated and the 





There had been a good deal of discussion | 
lately on the question of sights, and he 
thought it would be proper for him to 
say that it was a misapprehension to 
suppose that if they had the range 
accurately, ii they had the cross wires of 
the sight upon the object, and if the 
sight of the gun was properly laid, the 
shot was bound to hit the mark. That 
was not the case. There were many 
factors which upset these calculations, 
such as the temperature, the exact 
character of the cordite, and the number 
of shots which had been fired from the gun. 
A gun had a life of so many shots, and 
the firing of each shot involved a certain 
loss in the velocity of the next shot that 
was fired. It was out of the power ol any 
“unner or mechanicianto deal with these 
fietors, and if, at « range of 4,000 yards, 
these factors worked in the same direction 
they were capable of making a difference 
of 300 yards in the fall of the shot. That 
was an important point, because it showed 
trat the actual adjustment of the sight to 
the situation of the moment ws a matter 
oi the greatest importance, and that what 
Was required in the sight was that it 
should be accurately adjusted to the gun, 
and that it should be quickly and easily 
adjustable by those who weie using the 
vun, 








Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
asked, on the question o! training, 
whether the ‘‘ Northampton” class of 
boys, who were taken at the age of 
eighteen or nineteen, was being continued. 


appreciated. The new rations consisted | 

oi coffee, condensed milk, jam, preserved | names of the ships affected were given 

vegetables, and a larger amount of! in such detail in the statement of the 
Mr. Pretyman, 
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First Lord, that he would only be 
wearying the House if he repeated the 
facts set forth there: but he mizcht recall 
the fact that the total of new construction 
for the year 1904-5 amounted to the 
unprec2dented sum of £11,500,000, but 
out of that £948,090 was for the 
“Triumph ” and ‘‘Swiftsure,” the two 
ships purchased from the Chilian Govern- 
ment. The point towhich attention was 
directed by the Supplementary Estimate 
presented to the House 2 few days ago was 
the large expenditure on contract repairs 
and reconstruction. He then stated tha 
it prozressive, but, 
they were special 
ud that he hoped to be able to announce 
1 considerable reduction in the amount 
levoted to them in this year’s Estimates. 
He was glad he could make tha 
‘ood, because, whereas £1,290,000 was 
devoted to reconstruction and repair 
in the Estimates of the present vVear, 
the Estimates only 
contained a sum of £599,009, a reduction 
of 50 per cent. ‘The fact was that thev 


those repairs were n 


on the contrary, that 


that 


presented 


now 


had vot rather behindhand in their work 
o! reconstruction and repxirs Owinz to 
the congestion in the dockyards, and the 


object of sending these ships to the 
contract yards was to make up leeway. 
The effect had been that recently the 
Comptroller of the Navy had stated to 
the Board of Admiraltv that the whole 


ne 
the ships which would be mobilised 


1 case of necessity either were actually 
rady jor commission at this moment, 
yr, if they were beinz reconstructed or 


repaired, could be ready in a few weeks. 
hat, he thought, was a verv satisfactory 
tatement. 

Then came the subject of the three 
new battleships laid down in the dock- 
vards during the past six weeks, which 
were of the “King Edward VII.” type. 
in the statement made by his right hon. 
friend the late Secret ry to he Admir- 
alty last year, he held out the expecta- 
tion that these ships would be of a new 
type. It had been intended that these 
‘hips should be put out to contract at 
‘somewhat later date; but it happened 
that the work in the dockyards had been 
so advanced that it was necessary either to 
discharge some of the particular men who 

ere employed on new construction work 
in ¢] 


1e yards, or lay down the new ships 
VOL. CXXX. [Fourru Series. ] 
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there. It was therefore decided to lay these 
vessels down in the duckyards. Certainly 
it had been hoped at the time his right 
hon. friend made his statement that the 
new design would be ready by that 
period; but the new design had worked 
out to a considerably larger displacement 
than the Board had anticipated, and it 
was Necessary, therefore, entire! 
arrange the design and obtain a smaller 
at a smaller cost. That 
vould have involved such a delay that it 


was thought bett rr tO lay 


to re- 
lisplacement 


lown these 


three ships of the * King Edward VII.” 
type, which, after all, was as good a 
type of battle hip as exist vd at tne pre- 
sent moment. He thought the House 
would realise that it was not verv much 


out of date 


new ba 


when he siid that 
leships ordered by the Japanese 
Government to be laid down in the last 
few days we | 

I 


the two 


re practically of the “ King 
idward VIL.” type. Itwas therefore not 
type; but at the same 
time the Board of Admiralty would have 
been glad if they could have fulfilled the 
expectation held ou ind laid 
them down after a newer type. The two 
new bittleship:, however, which would 
be laid down in the autumn of this year 
would be of the new type known as the 
‘“‘ Lord Nelson” typ 


in out-of-date 


last vear 


Criticism might perhaps be directed 


against the Admiralty to the effect that 
they were not butlding sufficient sub- 
marines: but he would remind the House 
that the submarine was stil! largely in the 


Xperimental stage. ani he remembered 
well that in the deba 
two year3 ago the hon. Member for Dundee 
criticised the Admiralty very 


e on the Estimates 


severely 


for building submarines too quickly. He 
would remind the House that these 
vessels could be built very quickly, and 


therefore it was not desirable to build too 

f the same type. as im- 
provements were daily being evolved, 
and they could hardly tell from week to 
week whether the existing type might 


not pe to 


many at once o 


extent superseded. 


i 


some 


Arising out of the question of construc- 


tion, he might say a few words on the 
dockyards. In these Estimates there 
was a new sub-head to Vote 8 which 


would provide, for two years only, a 

sum of £299,009—£100,0990 in the coming 

yeir, and another £100,000 in 1905-6— 
>) U 
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for the replacement of obsolete machinery 
for the dockyards. It was hoped that 
when that sum had been spent it would 
suffice to equip the yards with the most 
modern machinery and enable them to 
obtain better value from their output 
and the labour bestowed upon them. 
Good progress was being made with the 
installation of the system of electricity in 
the yards, for which the House voted 
large sums last year under the Naval 
Works Act. In the matter of labour in 
the deckyards questions of pay and 
salary had recently been raised in the 
House. Several improvements had been 
made in the pay and allowances given to 
dockyard labourers, and the establish- 
ment had been increased from a little 
ever 6,000 to 7,000 men. An experiment 
on a small scale was just about to be 
‘ried which it was hoped might have 
far-reaching effects. The system was 
voing to be inaugurated in the engincer- 
ing shops of what was known as the 
premium system. by which a particular 
time would be allowed—that time having 
been carefully calculated beforehand by 
practical observation—within which any 
perticular work could be carried out by 
the man engaged upon it, Ii he com- 
pleted that work satisfactorily, and it 
pissed inspection, within less than the 
llotted average time, he would then 
receive a premium calculated proportion- 
tely to the amount of time he had 
saved, That system had already been 
adopted in one or two lirge private yards, 
it was found to work very satisfactorily, 
ind it was hoped that it would work 
equally satistactorily in the dockyards. 
[f so, it would certainly be extended. 


Supply 


conclusion, again to 

the House how deeply 
Admiralty felt the responsi- 
hilitv which lay upon them in present- 
ing these Estimates. It was 
suggested by a Motion which was upon 
the Paper that they were unnecessary, 
hecause it would be within the power 

the Government and the country to 


He had, in 


assure 


tne 


immense 


mike an arrangement with foreign 
Powers by whom cour standard was 
in order to reduce the amount of 


neval expenditure in this and other 
countries. It was not, perhaps, for him 
to discuss that question at any length, 
but he might remind the House that 

Mr. Pretymen, 


{COMMONS} 
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the naval policy of this country was 
purely defensive. The strategy of the 
British Navy was purely offensive, but 
the naval policy of the country was 
purely defensive. That policy being 
defensive it followed that it was not 
we who took the lead, but that we 
followed other Powers and did not 
initiate expenditure. It had also been 
stated inthat House on several occasions 
that the only overture of this character 
which had been made was made at that 
Table by Lord Goschen when he was 
First Lord of the Admiralty, and what 
he said and what arose out of it would be 
within the recollection of hon. Members. 
One more source of heavy expenditure 
to which he would like to. refer, 
was the fact of the very large number of 
ships we were obliged to put in com- 
mission. Ii there wis one lesson which 
we might learn from recent events in the 
Far East, it was the rapidity with whicli 
might be struck at the 
commencement of a war, and it was 
evident, if we learnt that lesson, that 
the Navy which was most prep#red for 
war would ke the Navy which would get 
the enormous advantage of the initiative, 
It would be clear to the House that even if 
we had sufficient active service ratings in 
naval barracks, in the training establish- 
ments and in the coastguard, wherever 
they might be, fully instructed and 
competent in their duties, and if we had 
the ships in reserve ready for those men, 
those ships would be by no means so efli- 
cient as if they had entered on the war with 
their crews ready on board and thoroughly 
accustomed to the ships. The proof of 
that was to be found in what happened at 
manceuvres. The troubles which arose— 
the breaksdown of machinery and mechan- 
ism—ocecurred almost invariably in ships 
specially commissioned with active service 
ratings to take part in the m«nceuvres 
Comparatively i breaksdown and 


naval blow 


few 
difficulties occurred with ships which had 
been in commissien, and which took part 
in manceuvres with crews that were 
accustomed to everything on board. 
The advantages of the immediate stroke 
in the case of a navy differed enormously 
from that in the case of an army. Av 
army could not strike as a navy could 
strike immediately, and many prepara 
tions were necessary before an army 
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could be brought into operation. There- 
fore, if we were to have the full advan- 
tage of the initiative in the case of the 
Navy it was necessary not only to have 
the Fleet calculated on the standard he 
had ventured to suggest and elaborate to 
tie House; but that Fleet, and especially 
ithe best ships—because it was the best 
ships which should be sent into action 
first—must be kept mainly in commission 
and ready to strike a blow immediately 
the necessity arose. He would venture 
t) say before sitting down that although 
the British Navy was the greatest, and, 
perhaps, the most powerful engine of 
war in the world, at the same time it 
cortainly was the opinion of the Admir- 
alty, this House, and the country, and, he 
believed, of the world, that there was no 
greater power for the maintenance of 
peace throughout the whole universe than 
the British Navy. To that end it should 


Le directed, 


Motion made, and (uestion proposed, 
“That Mr. Speaker ‘do now leave the 
Chair.” 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dundee) 
said he did not propose at that moment 
to follow the hon. Gentleman into the 
long and interesting statement just made 
to the House, but he thought they should 
he wanting in courtesy, if they did not at 
mee acknowledge the care which the 
hon. Gentleman had taken in making his 
statement and the perfect clearness with 
which he had laid the proposals of the 
(rovernment before the House. The 
proper time for discussing the proposals 
would be when the House got into Com- 
mittee, and he had a further reason for 
postponing what he had to say in the 
fact that his hon. friend the Member for 
West Denbighshire had a proposition to 
make to the House which was of the 
greatest pos-ible importance. He should 
not stand in the way of the House dis- 
cussing it at once. He would content 
himself now with the almost formal duty 
he had performed. He saw the acting 
Leader of the House in his place, and 
perhaps he might be permitted to say 
that the true answer to his hon. friend’s 
proposition was one that must come not 
from the Admiralty but from the repre- 
sentative of the Government. 
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Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbig!i- 
shire, W.) said he joined his hon. friend 
in congratulating the Secretary to the 
Admiralty on the statement he had 
made. He thought it would be for the 
general convenience of the House if they 
immediately proceeded to discuss tlic 
definite issue which was raised in th» 
Motion he desired to submit. At a later 
stage the House would have full oppo-- 
tunity of discussing the many interestin : 
and important points in the Votes 
vriatin, but, undoubtedly, the first 
point they had to consider was the 
magnitude of the Estimates, and that 
was the kernel of his Resolution. The 
object of his Motion in the first place was 
to call attention to the constant increase 
that was going onin the Naval Estimates ; 
in the second place, to call attention to 
what was patent to all, that those large 
increases must, if they were persisted in, 
have a retarding effect on the industrial] 
system of the country ; and, in the third 
place, to suggest that the time had 
arrived when they should urge the 
Government of this country to make 
every effort possible in order to come 
to some arrangement with other great 
naval Powers, which would lead to a 
diminution in the future shipbuilding 


programmes of the various countries 
concerned. He thought the House knew 


sufficient of his views in regard t» 
the Navy to know that he was one of 
those who believed that an adequate 
and efficient Navy was absolutely neces- 
sary under existing conditions for the 
safety of our Empire. It. was our 
principal arm of defence, it was the 
main protector of our vast commerce, 
and he submitted that the necessity of 
maintaining a thoroughly efficient Navy 
for our purposes was not in any way 
inconsistent with an earnest desire to 
urge the Government to make every 
possible effort by which a diminution 
might take place in those huge sums 
which were a burden on our nation’! 
resources. If they were able happily 
to achieve any such result, as the out- 
come of his Motion, it would be a great 
benefit for all concerned. It would 
strengthen the better elements in tlic 
national life. It would transfer capital 
from the engines of war to remunerativ> 





work, it would vivify commerce, and 
») IJ 9 
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it would make for international peace. 
It was quite evident from the speech 
of the Seeretary to the Admiralty, and 
it Was equally evident from the Statement 
issued by the First Lord of the Admiralty 
in connection with the Estimates this 
rear, that the Board of Admiralty were 

ly con cious of the gl gantic dime nsions 
of the Estimates. The statement of the 
contained the following 





First Lord 
Passa pe 
ellaware that 


‘The Board of Admiralty are w 








the charce they are asking Par ‘lia ’ nt to sanc- 
tion is a heavy one, but Par! ent must 
remember how heavy is the responsibility cast 
by it on the Board, of prov ‘ding the country 
with a Navy strong enough to sustain a struggle 


with the Navies of any two Powers, and also 
enough to ensure urity to 
sea- borne inal and to the food sup}; 
of the people. ‘The Board ask for nothing which 
they do not believe to be necessary for this pur- 
pose. They ve avoided, and will avoid, 
iving any st us to the expansion of arma- 
ments by the formulation of large programm 
of construction, but when such programmes are 
\dopted by other Powers, they have no ch 
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but to take them into account in framing 
own shipbuilding policy.” 
F stical standpoint it seemed 
rom a pra ictica standpoint It seemed 


to him that that passe ge was in itself 
justification of the Motion he berger It 
was an admission en the part of the 
Board of Admiralty that ae ng as things 
remained as they were now, the Board had 
no choice in the matter but to go on 
increasing the programme year by year in 
«rder to keep pace Vv ith the shipbuilding 
;cogrammes of other naval Powers. H 
as one of these who did not challenge 
tie necessity of the two-Power standard. 
He thought that under existing circum- 
tances it Was necessary, but he would 
point out that it was rather an elastic 
capable of a considerable amount 
f variation. One p a licial result 
hich had followed the ; loption ¢ f that 
tandard guiding pi iple of our 
licy in regard to the programme of 
ipbuildi ng, was that it had been the 
means of discontinuing, to a large extent, 
Le legitimate criticism ky the House of 
Commons of the Navy Estimates. In 
regard tothe past | tc ry f this pr yposa | 


phrase, 


} 
} 
} 


there had heen a at deal too much 
talism on the one hand in the mind of 
the Board of Admira!ty, and on the other 


and a good deal too much vague 
enthusiasm on the part of those who were 
cenuinely anxious to reduce armaments. 
He did not think the present moment was 


Mr. Herbert Roberts. 
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an opportune time for peace Conferences, 
but he did think it was a poranmatle 
time, at all events, for a practical 
interchange of views between our 
Government and the Governments 
of other great naval Powers. Tha 
interchange of views shou!d take place 
and be carried on by the business men of 
the Cabinet. As we held a predominant 
position among the Navies - the vorld 
he thought it was our plain duty to take 
the initiative in the matter. 

Ii hse sadmitted on ali hands that 
two-Power standard had been prove -d tob 
ufficient. In the interesting speech whic 
he made on Friday last Li a Brassey 
sasised the correctness of that view 
hen he stated that in relation to batt!e- 
-hips our strength had been brought 
fully up to the two-Power standard, 
with a large margin; while in regard to 
cruisers we had a still more marked 
supe iority. The hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site laid down the proposition tha 
tan Sand could not be made to apply to 
cruisers. In regard to the genera! prin- 
ciple the hon. Gentleman laid before the 
House he was inclined ve Suliune it, but he 
thought a distinction 
between first-class cruisers 
cruisers. Lord Brassey in the same 
speech stated that if the expenditu 
shipbuilding had been justified the ex- 
penditure on manning } iad certainly been 
increased beyond the necessity of the 
case. He further said that he hud done 
his best to promote the 





emp 


t that 





efficiency of the 
Navy, but he had striven, and would 
continue to strive, to combine economy 
and efficiency. It seemed to him in 
regard to that point made by Lord 
Brassey, that, under existing con litions, 
with the two-Power standard in full 
force, it was almost impossible for us to- 
day to combine full efficiency and full 
economy in our Navy. He did not wish 
to press the point too far. It seemed to 
him that, so long as the Board of Ad- 
miralty acted in accordance with tli 
view that they shculd keep pace wit! 
all the developments that suddenly 
took place in the shipbuilding pro- 
grammes of other countries, there must 
be a certain amount of waste of public 
money in carrying Out such a saliek 
He thought it was admitted on all hands 
that we were in a position in whic: we 
could fairly, without our action being 
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misconstrued, approach the other naval 
Powers concerned. It might be said that 
althonzh that might be so now, it might 
not be so three or fou years hence. He 


had been interested to see an estimate in 


tie German Naval Annual of what the 
relatis trength of the Great Naval 
Powers of Europe would be in 1907. 


Dealing only with battleships, in that 
year Great Britain would have a tonnage of 
749.000 tons, France 340,000 tons, Russia 
the United States 260,000 
tons, and Germany 213,000 tons. In 
other words we should be within 100,000 
tons, three years hence, of the combined 

regate tonnage of France, Russia, an 
Germany. The same superiority, and 
maintained in regard to 


SU0,000 tons ; 


more, W ould he 


cruisers and torpedo boats. He mentioned 
these figures to show that even looking 


three or four years ahead we would be 
fully justified approaching the other 
ereat naval Powers on the two-Power 
standard. 

But turning to the other side of the 


question, what did these huge annnal 
charges for our Navy mean to the people 


i this country who paid the taxes! He 
would only take a few figures relative to 
the last thirty years. In 1870 we spent 
on our Navy £9,420,000; in 1880 


1890 £15,000,000 ; in 
1900 £26,000,000, and in 1904—5 we were 
going to spend £37,000,000. ‘These, 
figures were alarming ; but a still more 
serious question was raised if these figures 
were examined in relation to the taxable 
capacity of the country. They meant 
that in 1870 thee xpenditure on the Nav y 
was at the rate of 5s. 10d. per head of the 

population ; in 1880, 5s. 9d. ; in 1890, &s. ; 
in 1200, 12s. S5d.; and to-day it was 
l7s. 8d. per head—man, woman and child. 

Put in , ao way the expenditure on 
the Navy was four times as much to-d: ay 
as it Was thirty years ago, and three times 
ws much calculated at per head of the 
population. An hon. friend on the other 
side of the House might remind him that 
the wealth of the country had inereased 
hy 30 per cent. during the last thirty 
years ; but his reply to that argument was 
that the weight of the burden of taxation 
on account of the Navy had increased by no 
less than 300 per cent. These wer e facts 
and figures which ought to receive 
the immediate attention of the House. 
Of course the Admiralty had a defence 
for this huge expenditure. The First 


realy esac in 
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Lord of the Admiraity on Fridiy night 
last said— 

‘The Navy Estimates are very heavy. What 
does that mean? What is their justification ? 
It is by the Navy, with the assistance of the 
Army, that you hold these markets I have 
mentioned; that you hold the whole British 
and the rights of trade in China and 
Why have you n> anxi-ty 


Empire, 
countries like that. 


about the continuance of your trade—cotton, 
woollen, iron, and all the many other manutac 
tures? It is because their path on the great 


waters is rendered sure and certain by the work 


of the Navy.” 


He thought there would be some 
difficulty in harmonising these views and 
those of his hon. friend opposite. He 
himself did not deny these facts. but 
maintained that a point must be reached 
some time, if we proceeded much further 
with this increased expenditure, when 
the drain on our national resources would 
seriously affect our industrial system. 
If his Motion were carried it would not 
in any way affect the paramount position 
of Great Britain as the great naval 
Power of the world. Who could doubt, 
in this matter of the defence of the 
Empire, that the stability of the nation 
and the Empire did not altogether depend 
on our strength of armaments, but that 
a good deal of the vitalising power 


behind our industrial enterprise and 
. 
progress sprang from a buoyant Ex- 


chequer and an industrious people ? : if 
our resources were buoyant in time of 
peace the better would we be able 
to bear the strain of a time of war if 
that time unhappily arrived. 


He wished to say one word as to the 
possibility and advisability of taking some 
such step as was suggested by his Resolu- 
tion. He knew there were immense diffi- 
culties in the way; he admitted that we 
had not yet reached the millenium. But 
were those difficulties insurmountable 2 
He did not believe that; and even if they 
were insurmountable that would not 
absolve us from the duty of attempting 
to carry this programme out. There 
were one or two favourable elements in 
the present situation. First of all, there 
was what was going on in the great 
struggle between two great Powers in the 
Far East. Lord Selborne referred in his 
speech on Friday last to the lessons we 
were to obtain from that struggle. Was 
it not possible that when that struggle 


_ was over—and they all hoped it would be 
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early—a favourable opportunity might 
arise of bringing some such suggestion as 
he had made before the other great naval 
Powers? Again, another favourable 
element was that all the great naval 
Powers of Europe were now in the 
greatest possible state of efficiency. Very 
striking figures had appeared the other 
day ina great London journal to show 
the very great increase which had taken 
place in the last thirty years in the naval 
armaments of other countries. There 
was another element distinctly favourable 
to the consideration of his Motion in a 
practical spirit. It was the great part 
which His Majesty the King had played 
in promoting friendly relations between 
this country and other Powers in Europe. 
His Majesty had not only brought the 
Courts but the peoples of the three great 
Powers nearer to each other. Summing 
up the policy which would lead to a re- 
duction in our armaments and pave the 
way to the realisation of the Motion now 
before the House, there were certain 
necessary conditions. First of all, every- 
body would concur with him as to the 
necessity for tightening the bonds 
between this country and the United 
States, and the necessity for cultivating 
friendly relations with all the great 
Powers of Europe. Some hon. friends on 
both sides of the House seemed to think 
that a reduction of the burden of the 
Navy on the people of this country might 
come about through an increased contri- 
bution from the Colonies, He was some- 
what sceptical of ever realising that. 
Lastly, there was the necessity of consoli- 
dating, instead of expanding.our territorial 
Empire. If all these points were looked 
to, he thought the time was not very far 
distant when a very advantageous and 
practical result was to be obtained in the 
realisation of the Motion now being dis- 
cussed. Before he concluded he must 
refer to a very important statement upon 
this subject made. in this House, by Mr., 
now Lord, Goschen, then First Lord of the 
Admiralty, in the year 1899. In intro- 
ducing the Naval Estimates in March of 
that year Mr. Goschen made use of these 
words— 

“T have now to state on bebalf of Her 
Majesty’s Government that if the other 
great naval Powers should be prepared to 
diminish their programme of shipbuilding 
we should be prepared on our side to meet such 
a procedure by modifying ours.” 


Mr. Hh be it Loli its. 
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These were explicit words, and he hoped 
that the hon. Gentleman when he came 
to reply on behalf of the Admiralty would 
make it clear how the Government now 
stood in regard to that explicit declara- 
tion, and how it was to be carried out. 
It was evident if those Estimates con- 
tinued to expand at the present rate that 
they would increase far beyond the tax- 
able capacity of the country. It was 
clear that they could not go on indefinitely 
in this manner and that the time would 
arrive when it would be necessary to 
settle the question in the direction of re- 
trenchment. 


That was the practical side of the 
Motion. It also had another side. 
The chief aim of Empire was to in- 
fluence the higher qualities by all things 
which were honest and just and true. He 
believed that if that ideal could be realised 
it would bring inevitably in its train 
strength of dominion and permanence of 
power, While he was prepared to admit 
to the full the necessity for an efficient 
and adequate Navy, yet some kind of 
arrangement which would lead to the 
diminution of annually increasing ex- 
penditure would be a permanent blessing 
not only to this country but to all other 
countries concerned. It would make for 
international peace and for the progress 
of humanity. He was reading the other 
day a speech delivered by the late Mr. 
Gladstone in 1862, and he thought it 
would be well if the House of Commons 
cherished, more than it did, something of 
the horror which the late Mr. Gladstone 
and his contemporaries entertained in 
regard to extravagance in public expendi- 
ture. He suid that all excess in public 
expenditure beyond the legitimate wants 
of the community, was not only waste 
but a great political and a great moral 
evil. The House and the country would 
do well to ponder on that sentiment, and 
it was on those general grounds and in 
that spirit that he desired to commend to 
the favourable attention of the House 
the Resolution which he now moved. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) siid 
he wished to second the Motion of his 
hon. friend, and in doing so would not 
detain the House very long because his 
hon. friend had gone over the ground 
with great ability, and because he himself 
trespassed on the time of the House last 
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session on the same subject. He 
approached the question almost ex- 


clusively from the financial point of view. 
He would not venture to put forward his 
opinion ona purely naval subject, though 
he hoped he would be allowed to make one 
observation on the statement of the 
Secretary to the Admiralty, who appeared 
to him to give a wider interpretation as 
to what was known as the two-Power 
standard than had hitherto been given 
to it. The hon. Gentleman limited 
his comparisons to battleships, and ex- 
pressly excluded cruisers, which were, he 
said, to be reserved for the purpose of 
protecting cominerce. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that perhaps 
he gave the House a false impression. 
He did not mean to convey that cruisers 
were not to be considered at all in arriv- 
ing at a comparison between the naval 
strength of this country and of foreign 
countries. What he intended to sav was 
that the comparison could not be con- 
tined to’cruisers. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he gathered 
from the hon. Gentleman’s speech that 
he excluded cruisers altogether. —_In his 
opinion that was hardly fair, particularly 
as far as first-class cruisers were con- 
cerned. First-class cruisers were ships 
which would certainly b> in the fighting 
line and which ought to be taken into 
consideration in any fair comparison 
between the fighting strength of this 
country and of other countries, Their 
tonnage amounted to 12,000, 13,000 
or 14,000 tons, and they were power- 
fully armoured and ought to be taken 
into consideration. At present, as re- 
garded first-class cruisers, this country 
was equal to the whole world. Its power 
in this department of naval strength was 
overwhelming. The hon. Gentleman 
said that as regarded battleships alone 
this country was equal to the two-Power 
standard, He wished to know if the hon. 
Gentleman included ships in course of 
construction in that comparison. He 
himself was under the impression that 
in 1906 this country would in battleships 
be equal not only to the two-Power 
standard but to the three-Power standard. 
There was no doubt that the country was 
not only well up to the two-Power 
Standard but that it was considerably 
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beyond it; and judged by that standard 
their position was amply secured at the 
present moment. ‘The Secretary to the 
Admiralty began his speech, as all spokes- 
men of the Admiralty in recent years 
began their speeches, by a statement 
about the magnitude of the Estimates and 
the great burden they were imposing on 
the people, at which he expressed regret 
which no doubt he felt. He thought, 
however, hon, Members were getting 
somewhat weary of the introductory 
melancholy observations which fell from 
the representatives of the Admiralty. 
They reminded him of the annual observa- 
tions of the hon. Member for West Isling- 
ton on economy, which never led to any- 
thing. During the past ten years every 
representative of the Admiralty who had 
to submit increased Estimates for naval! 
purposes always began his speech by a re- 
ference to their magnitude and how 
keenly the Admiralty felt the burden 
which they were imposing on the people. 
In 1898 Mr. Goschen, as he then was, in 
submitting Estimates for £23,500,000, 
described them as colossal. Th sy would 
thank Heaven most sincerely if they couid 
now get back to those Estimates. The 
present Secretary for War, when he was 
Secretary to the Admiralty, described the 
Estimates he introduced as quite un- 
paralleled in peace or war. Still the 
Naval Estimates continued to increase 
from year to year, and the object of 
the Motion was to endeavour to 
get the House of Commons to con- 
sider how that increase could be arrested. 

The First Lord’s Statement gave most 
fully the expenditure under the various 
Naval Votes. He only wished the War 
Office were in the habit of issuing a 
similar statement for, if any hon. Mem- 
ber desired to se? an illustration of the 
difference, he had only got to compare 
the information given in Lord Selborne’s 
Statement with « very skimpy document 
which had been put into the Vote Office 
that afternoon by the War Office. This 
table in the Navy Estimates was a very 
valuible one, and conveyed information 
which the House had a perfect right to 
be informed of. That statement began 
just at the period when the present 
Government came into office. In the 
year 1895-6 the total amount of naval 
expenditure was £19,637,000, but that sum 
had gone up by leaps of £1,000,000, 
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£2 900,000 and £3,000,000, to £36,890,000, 
uod in the course of ten years there had 
been an increase of £20,000,000. That 
Was al enormous increase at the rate of 
no less than £10,000,000 every five years. 
In the year 1895-6 they voted 85,000 
men. ‘they were now asking for 131,000 
men, or an increase of more than 50 per 
cent. in ten years. In 1895-6 Vote A 
stood at £9,000,000 and now it was 
£18,000,000, showing an increase of 100 
percent. But this was not all the naval 
expenditure for the year. As the House 
wis well aware consider- 
able amount of naval expenditure not 
included in the Navy Estimates. and the 
expenditure on that score had also been 
steadily incieasing year alter year. He 
alluded more especially to the expendi- 
ture under the Naval Works Act. In 
1895-6 the annual expenditure upon 
naval works was comparatively small, 
but it had been going up year aftet year, 
and on the 3lst of March this year it 
would have reached no less than 
£3,450,001 orneariy£3,500,000, Therefore 
the tetal figure which they were going to 
spend during the currency cf the present 
year, assuming that the expenditure upon 
naval works would not increase next year, 
was £40,718,000. That was an enormous 
expenditure for the House to be asked to 
vote for naval purpeses. compared with 
what was considered adequate and satis- 
factory only five years ago. But the 
story did not end there, because within 
the limits of these Estimates there was 
in enormous amount of consequential, or 
what hed been’ called automatic. 
expenditure involved. The sums of 
money they were asked to vote and 
the increase in the number of 
men if passed must inevitably lead to a 
very large increase in the Navy Esti- 
mates. He was not capable of judging 
the amount, but it would certainly be 
several millions of money, and therefore, 
he wished to call attention to one or 
two facts upon this subject. 


there was a 


The right hon. Gentleman opposite, 
dealinglast year withthe naval works, said 
it was hardivy sufficiently realised by those 
who initiated the wholesale expansion of 
the Navy what that would amount to. 
Every year they became more and more 
aware of the truth of that statement 
which had been reiterated from time to 

Mr. Buchonan, 
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time in the House of Commons, and by 
no one with greater vigour and con- 
viction than Mr. Goschen. In intro- 
ducing the Navy Estimates in 1896 Mr, 
Goschen reminded the House— 

‘Thay any increase in the Fleet meant not 
only an increase in the number of ships but 
must be followed all along the line by expendi- 


ture in other directions. More ships meant 
more men to man them, more. otlicers more 
engineers, more stickers and more ratings of 
every kind, more centres of training, more 
accommodation, hoth on shore and sea, more 


sehools, more hospital accommodation,and more 
barrack accommodation.” 


They were becoming now more and 
more alive to the overwhelming burden 
being imposed upon them by this con- 
tinual expansion of the Navy. He 
should like to know what was involved 
in this increase in the number of men 
by 4,009 or 5,000. He wished to know 
what addition these extra men would 
make to the annual expenditure of the 
country some five or ten Years from now, 
One Vote had hardly been affected at 
all by this inerease and that Vote was 
one for p nsions, which still stood at the 
figure which was adequate to meet 6,000 
or 7,000 pensions. That was a Vote 
which was likely to largely increase 
in the future. Last year the House 
would remember that sanction was given 
to two practically new dockyards. The 
extensions to the Chatham Dockyard 
practically made it a new one, and then 
there was the establishment of a large 
dockyard in the Firth of Forth. They 
had not been able to get a statement 
from the Admiralty with regard to ex- 
penditure under the Naval Works Act 
upon those two dockyurds, and still less 
vere they able to ascertain the amount 
that would fall upon the Estimates for 
those purposes. He asked by means of 
a (uestion what had been the cost of the 
dockyards.and he was told that it was im- 
possible for the Admiralty to give thie 
figure. If they were going to add two 
extra dockyards with a fullcomplemert of 
men capable of building ships of a heavy 
character, they would be adding several 
millions to their annual expenditure. 
He did not wish to weary the Hous» with 
figures, but he wished to ask was there 
no possibility of finality in this matter, 
and was it not possible, with al! the 
expert knowledge which the Admiralty 
possessed, to give the House some idea 
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when they considered that the Navy 


would be in aecordance with the con- 
ditir of navai strength rendered 
necessary by the shipbuilding programmes 


of foreign Powers, and when they would 
consider they had made sufficient pro- 

that purpose. They had 
y had hopes he'd out that 
arrive. Mr. Goschen, 


vision tor 
1] 
il 


suc . time might 


in the year 1897, in one of his naval 
stat nts held out, if not the expecta- 

n, at any rate the aspiration, that 
ut point might be arrived at. If he 
migit quote that somewhat unreliabie 
p t the right hon. Gentleman the 
Men. ber for West Bristol, he stated in 1902 


t| iiter his experience ofseven years at 


t sxchequer of the expenditure upon 
the Navy.in which they had increased their 
naval ferce relatively to the other great 


no further reason for 

nerease in the naval expenditure of 
succeeding years. His anticipatior is had 
not heen fulfilled and thee ‘xpe nditure went 


naval Powers, he saw 


on incre ing. They ought to get some 
promise that these Estimates would not 
cor ie to ineréase. Surely their naval 


expenditure ought not to increase out of al! 
proportion to the growth of their revenue. 
H ould remind the Chancellor of the 
I uer of the words of Sir Robert 
| who. when pressed for large ex- 
pend ture, both on the Army and the 
. stated, in reply to the Duke of 
Wellington, that there was to be con- 
sidered. not only the urgency of the de- 
mand. but also the capacity of the 
t vers to bear the expenditure. It 


+ 


t overwhelming importance in case 


> 


0 i’ that there should be a full Ex- 
chequer. a lightly-taxed people, and the 
bility to raise money on short notice 
at iow rate of interest. The object 
of this Amendment was to repeat the 


sugeestion which had been made before, 
not only by the Opposition but 
also by the Government side of the 
House. In feet, the words of the 


Amendment were largely those used 
by Mr, Goschen in 1898. But Mr. 


Goschen was not the first to urge the 
ance of such a course being taken. 
[t was Pitt’s remedy at the end of the 
War; it was Peel’s remedy in the 
forties, and was urged upon the House 
With overwhelming force at that time: it 
Was also the remedy urged in 1859, 1860, 


and 1861 by Mr. Disraeli, 


import 


Gre 


who, when it 


TARY 1904! 
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country could 
asked what was 


was contended that this 
not take the initiative 
the use of Government diplomacy, and 
cordial understandings, if this sort ot 
thing could not bedone. The House had 
a right to expect the Government to 
make the attempt. As to the contention 
that we must follow in the wake of 
‘tion taken by other naval Powers, we 
were confessedly the first naval Power in 
the world. and if the Government sin- 
cerely believed that their naval pro- 
vramme was for the purpose of defence, 
ind not of offence — could with a clear 
conscience and ele: hands go to other 
ee W ether soine arrange- 
not be made, at any rate, 
future expansion of naval 


Powers wad 
ment could 
as regarded 


programmes, 


been made to the 
commerce on the lakes between Canada 
and the United States. Thanks to an 
international arrangement of jorty yeers 
standing, neither this country nor the 
United States were put to the expense 
of maint: ining any armed force on those 
vast inland waters, although they would 
be of great strategic importance in the 
event of any dispute between the two 
nations. That was a small illustration. 
but from it he argued that something 
might be attempted. and certainly the 
Government could do no harm to them- 
selves or to the country by making the 
attempt. Possibly the outbreak ol War 
in the Far East did not make the moment 
a favourable one for taking such steps. 
but the war would not last for ever, and 


Reference had 


} 
} 
tf 


possibly with its conclusion a better 
opportunity would present itself. In 
any cise it was incumbent upon this 


House. 2s the guardians of the public ex- 
chequer, and os being anxious that every 
step consistent with the safety of the 
country should be taken to diminish the 
burden upon the taxpayers, to urge this 
vear, a< in previous years, the over- 
whelming responsibility which re-ted 
upon the Government of ascertaining 
whether by jriend!y negotiations with 
foreien Poweis they could not come at 
any rate to © preliminary arrangement 
by which this enormous and increasing 
burden might be diminished. 

Amendment proposed, 

‘To leave out from the word ‘That’ to the 
end of the ()uestion, in order to add the 
words ‘in view of the heavy burdens placed 








1287 Supply 


upon the people of the country by this increas- 
ing expenditure, and in the interests of 
international peace, this House is of opinion 
that His Majesty's Government should enter 
into communication with the great naval 
Powers in order to ascertain whether they will 
be prepared to diminish their programmes of 
shipbuilding, and to adjust upon some per- 
manent basis their relative naval strength.’” 
—(Mr. Herbert Robe rts.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arnotp-Forsrer, Belfast, 
W.) said that asa member of the Defence 
Committee, and one who had teen respon- 
sible to a certain extent for both services, 
perhaps it would not be out of place if he 
wereto say afew words on the Amendment. 
The hon. Member who had just spoken, 
and the mover, need not anticipate from 
him any disagreement with the motives 
which he knew prompted the Amendment. 
and he should certainly be the last to 
treat their arguments with disrespect or 
discourtesy. He thought he had given 
evidence in the past that he was as 
sensible as they could be of the magni- 
tude of the evils of which they complained. 
He supposed the experience of all who had 
to do with the administration of these great 
spending Departments was alike: he 
often felt that the horror of administer- 
ing these enormous sums for unproductive 
purposes was something almost too 
saddening to one’s political life. But he 
would try to recall the House to the 
operative part of the hon. Member’s 
Amendment, which was the last part. 
He had listened to both speeches with 
interest, but he confessed a portion of 
them seemed to him to be rather in the 
nature of the tail of a comet, very 
easily compressible to a small amount of 
substance. The proposal now made was 
that the Government ought to do some- 
thing more than it had already done in 
order to induce other nations to diminish 
their naval armaments in concurrence 
with our own; and in order to enforce 
that lesson a certain number of circum- 
stances connected with the Naval Esti- 
mates and with the Army Estimates had 
been cited. The conclusion in itself was 
a very good one, no doubt, but he did 
not.think the arguments supported it, 


Mr. Duc hia Han, 
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or that by themselves they bore examina- 
tion. He should like to ask what was 
the real value of recommendations of 
this kind unless hon. Members them- 
selves would be prepared, if they were in 
a position of responsibility, to give effect 
to them. He ventured very respecttully 
to doubt whether the hon. Member, if 
he were, as he had no doubt he would 
be some day, in a position of responsi- 
bility, would be the first to give effect to 
the principles he now elaborated and the 
proposal he had put before the House. 
In the presence of his hon. friend the 
Secretary to the Admiralty it would be 
out of place for him to dwell on the 
questions of standards and naval forces 
which were brought in to rein- 
force the arguments. He did not ac- 
cept all that was said with regard to 
those standards, still less did he accept 
the authority which hon. Members 
arrogate to themselves to 
pronounce on these matters. He un- 
doubtedly agreed with what the Secretary 
to the Admiralty had said—for instance, 
that the question of the cruiser standard 
was purely a technical question, which 
could not usefully be judged merely by 
comparing the numbers on one list with 
the numbers on another. And much as 
he respected the financial knowledge of 
the hon. Member for Perth, he did not 
think the hon. Member was a good 
expositor of the relative values of the 
armoured and unarmoured cruisers, and 
he confessed he preferred to take the 
considered judgment of the Admiralty on 
this point. But he did not argue that 
matter, because he did not think it really 
touched the question at issue very closely. 
He did rather protest against the argu- 
ment used by the hon. Member who had 
just sat down, and the hon, Member 
before him, that they could at all judze 
of the character of our naval expenditure 
by merely comparing tonnage. Of course 
the tonnage test was so absolutely illusory 
that he need not dwell on it. If he were 
to enumerate a number of ships in our 
own Navy, which, owing to circumstances 
which had very little to do with their 
fighting capacity, had a larger tonnage 
than what he might call their opposite 
numbers in the navies of other Powers. 
he should be able to run up thousands of 
tons on the account without convincing 
himself, at any rate, that he had shown 


seemed to 
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that there was any actual battle superi- 
oritvy on the one side as against the 
other. That was no argument against 
our constructors; because owing to the 
circumstances of our Empire we were 
compelled to make our ships of a char- 
acter which was not imposed on other con- 
structors. But he did not want to enter 
at all into these questions of constructive 
detail. He did want to dwell on the 
lesson which the hon. Member desired 
they should learn. 

The hon. Member said we ought 
to go to foreign nations and tell them 
we desired the discontinuance of their 
naval energies, to be accompanied by 
the discontinuance Of our own. Now, 
had we not done that in the most public 
way in Which the thing could be done ? 
The hon. Member himself had quoted 
the words of Mr. Goschen in that House. 
He himself, though in a much less im- 
portant position than Mr. Goschen then 
occupied, had repeated, with the sanction 
oi the Government of which he then 
formed a part, the pledge which was then 


given. He now in the most formal 
manner repeated it once more. He said 


that this country was prepared to consider 
any proposition of any foreign country 
With a view toreducing naval armaments 
which might be made. It might be said 
that foreign countries were not aware of 
what was said in the House of Commons. 
They were not such an obscure body as 
that. These proposals had been discussed, 
canvassed, and commented upon both in 
the Press and in the Parliaments of other 
countries. That being so. he thought we 
had done enough. The reason he thought 
we had done enough was that in this 
matter we were passive, that we were 
simply }defending our own. The last 
European annexation we made was, he 
thought, the annexation of the island of 
Corsica, and jrom that time we had had 
no part in the alteration of the map ot 
Europe except by relinquishing the 
portions of European territory — that 
we held. It fair, therefere, that 
we should other Powers to com- 
mence, for, in this connection we were 
dealing with a subject-matter which no 
other Power was dealing with. We were 
dealing with the absolute life of our 
nation. Who could sav of any single 
European nation that the maintenance or 
the increase o! its fleet stood in the same 


Was 


ask 
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proportion of importance as it did to us / 
What would happen if a foreign country 
were to diminish its fleet? Could we 
invade it? Ii it had no fleet at all we 
could not invade it? Our Army 
Establishments were not on that scale. 
Foreign countries knew perfectly well 
that they had nothing to fear from us in 
that way. There was not asingle country 
in Europe that could not practically 
abolish its fleet to-morrow so far as 
any danger from us was concerned, 
Our Fleet, on the other hand, was our one 
guarantee against invasion by those 
colossal armies of the Continent which 
would be at liberty to invade this country 


mmediately our miuritime protection 
was gone. That argument might not 


carry conviction to hon, Members oppo- 
site, but with him it had very great 
weight. This Government had gone cer- 
tainly as far any Government which 
preceded it had gone, and he thought 
as far as any Government of this 
country was entitled to go, in puttins 
our views before the Chancellories oi 
Europe. The hon. Member opposite 
cited Mr. Gladstone as a preacher in this 
matter, and quoted him in support of the 
almost immoral obliquity of increasing 
the Estimates. There were ways direct 
and indirect of increasing the Estimates. 
He remembered very well, not when the 
Navy Estimates stood at £9,000,000, but 
when they stood at £13,000,000, and, at 
that time, when there was a threatened 
war with France, it was with difficulty 
that we could add two battleships to the 
British Fleet. What was the conse- 
quence? Directly Mr. Gladstone went 
out of office £21,000,000 had to be voted 
for the service of the Navy, with the 
consent of every sensible man in this 
country, in order to repair the inadequacy 
of the Navy. He did not consider tliat 
a great economy. Ii hon. Members could 
go, as he had gone, all over the Continent 
to the great naval and military establish- 
ments; if they could see the activity 
with which naval and military prepara- 
tions were carried on; if they couid see 
the enormous expenditure and the 
enormous intellectual effort = which 
were devoted to the increase o! the 
naval and military foreign 
Powers, then they would realise that 
this instinct of self-protection on our 
part was not altogether unjustified. 


forces ot 
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But he did not measure this question 
merely by the pe Estimates or the 
Military Estimates of a single year. The 
hon. Member op pilin said that nothing 
was a greater protection than a buoyant 
Exchequer and a prosperous people. He 
remel abe pred another country which hada 
buoyant Exchequer and a_ prosperous 
people. He remembered also when Lord 
Granville informed the House oi Lords 
that there was not a cloud on the European 


horizon and when twelve months after 


that decloration, a country with a buoyant 
Exchequer and a prosperous people had 
to pay five milliards for the liberty to 
exist. He remembered. too. that these 


end with 
France had 


little misealeulations did no 
that five milliards, and that 


had pav ever since the most terrific 
tol! tor recuperating aiter that calamity, 
and ‘or restoring to itseli that position of 
contilen which every vreat couniry 
aspire t to possess, and which. he hoped, 
thi ountry would never abandon 
Tho-e were the costs which they had to 
pay for neglect in these matters; and 
though he was always willing, and 


should be willing. to take any 
step which he believed to be reasonable 
to induce the Powers of Europe 
with us in the reduction of 
he would never accept the 
irgument, unless it were backed up by 
much better reasons than he had heard 
that afternoon. that we should reduce the 
expenditure on our Navy, in deference to 
what was. after all. somewhat amateur 
criticism of the caleulations the Ad- 
mitalty had made. 


always 


TO Co- 
opel ite 
armaments. 


Mr. HERBERT 
did not ask the Government 
our armaments unless the other 


ROBERTS suid he 
to reduce 


Powers 


were prepared to do the same. What 
he suggested was—and this was the 
Whole crv” of the matter—that, having 


regard to our special position in this 
matter. it would be well for us to take 
the initiative and make a representation 
to the other Powers. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said the 
mind of the Government as expressed 
last year was the mind of the Govern- 
ment now. They were prepared now, as 
they were prepared then, to accept any 
proposal from countries less interested 

Mr. Arnald-Forster. 
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than this country ina reduction of 
naval expenditure which should be 
carried on, parr puss, DV the nations of 
the world. There would be no Govern- 
ment which would hail with greater 
satisfaetion than that which now sat on 
those Benches the successful realisation 
of any proposal which would allow them 
to reduce thiv lamentable expe snditure o! 
money upon the means of war, whether 
it was tor the Army or the Navy. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
that, while the right hon. Gentleman had 
made an important concession to the 
his own friends, the lan- 
guage he used in the earlier portion of 
his speech did not prepare him ‘or the 
conclusion at which he ultimately 
rived, The right hon. Gentleman 
quarrelled with the arzuments of his 
friends. But thev did not find 
fault. as he understood them, with the 
standard set up by th Admiralty nor 
with the application made by the Admir- 
alty of that standard. The fizures they 
used were designed to prepare the way 
‘or the operative pert of the Resolution 
by showing thet the burden of the Navy 
istimates was growing year by year and 
was now, he did not say excessive, but 
oppressive on the resources of the 
country. Neither the right hon. Gentle- 
man nor his colleagues would deny that 
for the last nine years the Estimates 
had been growin¢ steadily at the ate of 
about £2,000.000 a year. The net Navy 
Estimates did not show the whole extent 
of our burden. Including the Appro- 
priations-in-Aid, the money to be ruised 


sentiments of 


hon. 


under the Naval Works Loan, and the 
sums borne upon Civil Service Esti- 
mates for naval purposes, the naval 
expenditure for the coming year 


would be not the sum mentioned in 
the Estimates, but a sum of £42.300,00. 
To that had to be added the amount oi 
money under the Naval Works Lovns 
Act, which he took to b> no less than 
£4,.000.000. There was also a not incon- 
siderable sum borne on the Civil Service 
Estimates for naval purposes which was 
never mentioned. ‘That amounted to 
£335,000, After knocking off £634,000 
required to pay interest and to establish 
the sinking fund under the Naval Works 
Loans Act the gross result was that the 


naval expenditure of the cominy year, 
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according to the proposals now before 
the House, would be not the sum men- 
tioned, but a sum of £42,300,000. [An 
Hon. Mempir: And the Supplementary 
Estimates as well.] He was assuming 
thit there would be no Supplementary 
Estimates. ‘ihese figures proved the 
first part of his hon. friend’s case that 
naval expenditure was growing, and the 
second that it was oppressive. There 
yas no sizn of any limit or of any relief, 
colonial contribution was in- 
Therefore a cage had been 
consideration of his 


for the 
finitesimal. 
made out for the 
hon. iri 8 proposal, 

What was the answer of the Secretary 
f State for War? From his answer it 
ipp red that the sole point left at 
issue between the Government and 


iis hon. friend was as to who should 
take the initiative. The right hon. 
Gentleman in the earlier part of his 
specch was uniair to the Government, 


unfair even to himseli, 
occasions in lormer 
days when he occupied a position of less 
ne nearer to his hon. 
irind’s position than when he said 
to-day that no person had ever gone so 
faras Mr. Goschen in 1898. The right 
hon. Gentleman forgot the most impor- 
When Mr. 


Russia was 


I was 
peciuse on m iny 


responsibility he car 


tr a l the steps taken. 
‘hen declared that ti 
0 build a certain number ofl 
ships we would build against them, 
Russia did not go on we 
then issued the 
Conference. 
then Prime 


and that if 
would not, Russia 
invitation to the Hague 
Lerd Salisbury, whe 
Minister, accepted the invitation to The 
Havue Conference. At that Conference 
sentatives of the various Govern- 
ments of Eurepe p ssed a Resolution 
icc pting the principle that there should 
encurrent and reciproce] reduction 
nival armaments, and they recom- 
Governments to 
the very step which the Amendment 

In July 

st in this House, in answer to a Question 
hether he would do what his hon. 
friend now asked to be done, the Prime 


» Was 


he repre 


a ee. 
naeda tier 


respeci ive 


ealled upon them to take. 


linister said the Government had not 
Itered their views, and that if any 
Government would trke the imitiative we 
should he clad to join them, but it must 


bs remembered that the expenditure on 
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the British Fleet alone among the fleets 
of the world, or almost alone, was mainly 
of a defensive character, and that the 
other fleets of the world could not claim 
to have that character. But was 
any nation in the world that would not 
claim that its fleet was defensive ( The 
initiative ought to come from us i! for no 
other reason that after that statement 
uny other Power taking the initiative 

p ofiered vy the 


would be fitting 
Prime Minister on to its head and 


} 
There 


the ¢ 


admitting that its fleet had the offen- 
sive character he attributed it 
We had one character which no other 
nation would dispute. Our Fleet at 
present held absolute supremicy on the 
seas. It was our object to maintain that 


supremacy, but : 
position we could afford to take the step 


8 we were in t h >supreme 


Russia took in 1898 better than anv 
other nation. 
*Mr. HARRIS (Tynemovth) - said 


it was a matter of regret that circum- 
stances hid forced on the country b 
heavy expenditure on our Army and 
Navy. In view of all the circumstances 
of the case he thouzht thatit lay rathe: 
with other Powers than with us to make 
a commencement in the direction o 
curtailment. In the desire for increased 
armaments which was so evident 


suct 


amony 


all the great Powers of Europe we 
could not afford to be left behind. 


We had a responsibility to bear and 
obligations to meet which they had 
not. We owned practically half o. thé 
mercantile tonnage of the world. We 
had to look to the protection of 

fourth of the earth’s area, and a fourth o! 
its population. So long as other nitions 
continued to increase the amount the 

spent on their Navies we periorce were 
oblized to do the same. In listening to 
the figures given by the hon. Gentleman 
who moved the Amendment he was re- 
minded of aspeech by the hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Islinzton last vesr 
in which he stated that in the twenty 
years between 1863 and 1883 our trade 
had increased from £13 to £21 per head, 
while in the twenty succeedinz vars it 
had only increased by £1 per 
Those things must give the hon. Gentle- 
man, with his pronounced views of free 
trade, some anxiety in rezard to» the 
future trade of the country. He believed 
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those figures were absolutely accurate ; 
while we were obliged to spend those 
huge sums on our Navy and Army, we 
had at the same time to face this 
enormous decrease in the percentage of 
the prosperity of the country. But 
there other circumstances which 
should carry more weight. He asserted 
that if we looked to our over-sea trade, 
to the great commercial interests in- 
volved in all quarters of the world, our 
existence as an Empire depended upon 
our mereantile marine. Looking to these 
considerations, if the Estimates erred at 
all, they erred on the side of being too 
small instead of being too large. We 
had fixed for our Navy a_ two-Power 
standard: but there had been two defini- 
tions of what that standard was. The 
Secretary to the Admiralty said that 
our Navy should be such that this 
country should be able to engage in 
naval war with reasonable probability 
of emerging victorious from a_ contest 
with two naval Powers. He observed 
that the First Lord of the Admualty 
had gone rather beyond that definition, 
for his Lordship said, we must have— 

* A Navy strong enough tosustain a struggle 
with the navies of any two Powers, and also 
strong enough to ensure reasonable security to 
its vast sea-borne trade, and to the food supply 
ot the people.” 


were 


as inconnection with the sea-borne 

that he make a few 
rematks: but. before doing so, he desired 
before the House a further con- 
sideration in regard to the two-Power 
standard. To his mind a_ two-Power 
standard should not only be sufficient to 
enuble us to hold and defeat the navies 
of two other nations, but should suffice to 
ensure the due arrival of and 
ammunition Oi war in every quartet! 
of the world, to protect our transports 
to India and the Colonies, to safeguard 
our coaling stations and the great 
service these would be able to render 
to our fleet and our mercantile marine, 
and to leave a sufficient margin over 
to keep open the great trade routes 
and protect our mercantile marine, At 
the commencement of last year Admiral 
Freemantle wrote a very interesting 
magazine article in which he expressed 
the opinion that we required 160 addi- 
tional cruisers to fulfil the conditions of 
a two-Power standard, and at the same 


Mr. Harris. 
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time maintain our mercantile supremacy 
at sea. He was inclined to agree with 
that opinion, and, aS a shipowner, and 
representing a shipping constituency, he 
must say he felt the greatest anxiety and 
apprehension as to what our position 
would be in the next great naval war. 
He need not remind the House that thig 
country had to depend on its sea-borne 
trade for, not only the food we consume, 
but also the raw material we worked up 
in our factories and workshops. Unless, 
therefore. we could ensure the due 
arrival of this food and raw material, and 
the due export of our manufactured 
articles, we should be at the mercy of any 
foreign Power that chose to starve ourpopu- 
lation, or close our factories and workshops. 
He remembered reading a speech by an 
eminent statesman in which he said, 
speaking of this country. that “ stomachis 
count for more than arms” ‘There was 
an element of truth in that remark, and he 
believed that we had as much to fear in the 
future from starving people at home, as 
from the arms oi any nition or combina- 
tions of nations against us. And it was 
because he was convinced that we should 
py more attention to absolutely ensuring 
the due arrival of food and raw materi:is, 
that he urged the Government not be led 
away by criticisms which might be passed 
onthe amount oi the Estimates. No one 
knew what would happen in the next war, 
but he would read a quotation irom 
the Press of the day which showed what 
an enormous amount of damave could 
be done to the shipping of any country 
even by a small number of armed cruisers. 
It referred to the war of 1812— 

“The public will learn, with sentiments 
which we shall not presume to anticipate, 
that a third British frigate has struck to an 
American. This is an occurrence which calls 
for serious reflection, this and the facts stated 
in one paper of yesterday that Lloyd’s list 
contains notice of upwards of 500 vessels cap- 
tured in seven months by the Americans.” 

It was to be remembered that at that 
time the United States had no more than 
sixteen or eighteen ships of war, wivilst 
eighty-five on the American 
Privateering was forbidden 
under the Declaration of Paris. But 
in 1870 the Prussian Government 
obtained the services of a certain 
number of merchant vessels, manned 
them with their own officers, furnished 
them with papers, and sailed them 
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under the Prussian flag. Thus in the 
space of a few hours they converted 
what would have been privateers in other 
circumstances into recognised belligerents. 
That could be done again in another war, 
and showed that privateering had only 
been abolished in name and not in fact. 
It was said that under the Declaration 
of Paris this country would benefit by 
being able to obtain supplies of food and 
raw material in neutral vessels. Although 
that might appear so at first sight, as a 
matter of fact it constituted a greater 
danger to this country than if that pro- 
vision had never existed at all. Mr. 
Cobden, in the course of a speech de- 
livered in 1856, shortly after the Declara- 
tion of Paris was signed, said— 


Supply 


Have you ever thought of the effects that 
would be produced in English shipping property 
in case of war with America or other maritime 
Power, owing to the principle now being form- 
ally admitted that free ships make free goods ? 
All our carrying trade would, of course, be in 
the hands of neutrals, who would carry goods 
in English bottoms, and pay 20 per cent. 
against capture, when ships under other flags 
would sail without any such burden.” 


To his mind the danger of our trade 
being forced into the hands of neutral 
oxners by reason of this provision in the 
Declaration of Paris was one we should 
guard against as greater than the danger 
of capture itself. The cost of insurance 
was regulated by the protection that 
our Navy would be able to give to 
ur mercantile marine, and _ conse- 
quently the less protection it was able 
to afford, the more our British ship- 
ownersand shipping would be handicapped 
as against neutral owners and neutral 
vessels. We had only to look at the ex- 
perience of America during the Civil War. 
In 1860 the United States was paramount 
amongst nations as a great shipping 
Power; it was only second to Great 
Britain in the amount of its tonnage. In 
that year forty-one American ships were 
cansterred from the American to the 
British flag, and in 1863 346 Amec‘ican 
sips of a tonnage of 252,000 tons were 
transferred to our flag, because American 
shipowners found that they were unable 
to affect insurances on their vessels, and 
rather than lay them up they sold them 
to foreigners. At the end of the Civil 
War the American mercantile fleet had 
practically ceased to exist—it had either 
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been sold, or captured by a few Con- 
federate cruisers. He might be told that 
if we looked to the experience of the past, 
to the war with France, we should find 
that British shipping prospered, and even 
at the end of the war was in a more 
flourishing condition than before. But 
he would point out that the conditions 
then were very different from what they 
were to-day. At that time any vessel 
carrying a British cargo was liable to 
capture, and therefore the cost of insur- 
ance on foreign ships was higher than on 
even British ships, which were able to 
enjoy the protection afforded by our 


convoy system. But to-day the 
convoy system was impossible. 
Under modern conditions it could 
not be expected that steamships 


would collect in large numbers and wait 
until a convoy had been prepared. They 
must look to other means for the pro- 
tection of the mercantile marine. There 
was one system, and one system only, by 
which the mercantile marine could be 
properly protected, and that was the 
proper patrolling of the great trade routes, 
It was estimated that if the Suez Canal 
were closed, our vessels would Pass any 
given spot between the Cape and Ply- 
mouth at the rate of one per hour, 
and it was evident therefore that a foreign 
commerce destroyer might in a few hours 
inflict a great amount of damage on the 
mercantile marine and produce a panic in 
this country which would increase the 
price of all commodities. He looked with 
great apprehension to what the next naval 
war might bring forth; and he hoped the 
Government would reject the dicta of 
those who considered only the pockets 
of the taxpayers, and that they would 
look at the interests of the Empire 
generally and_ the 
mercantile marine. 


welfare of our 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) 
said that the hon. Member who had just 
spoken delivered a speech in favour of a 
strong Navy, and discussed a variety of 
topics of great general interest, but he 
failed to see what bearing the hon. Mem- 
ber’s speech had on the Motion. He 
thought, however, that the hon. Gentle- 
man ought to be excused for the course Le 
had taken, because the greater part of the 
speech of the Minister for War was in the- 
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same direction. It ignored the Motion 
and devoted itself. to fighting against 
what had not been st up by any hon. 
Gentleman. He could assur the right 
hon. Gentleman that there were sitting 
on the Opposition Benches men who were 
about the Navy and as 
to have it strong and efficient 
quarter of the 


just as keen 
anxious 
as any hon. Members in any 
House. But that was no 
now discussing. He was aware 
avitv of such matters, and if 
said that it was necessary 
6 spend a certain amount in order to 
make the Navy eificient, he b f might 
trieve over the amount but he would 
hesitate long before he would oppose the 
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which was that 
Ministry to enter into negotiations with 
other countries with a view to reducing 
he expenditure not of this country alone 
but of all the great naval Powers, and to 
establish some sort of balance of expendi- 
ture. The Secretary of State for War 
said that he was in sympathy with the 
spirit of the Motion and in accordance 
with the proposition which underi av it. 
One would expect that something other 
than what the right hon. t! 
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Gentleman said 
would follow from thet. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that the Navy was only 
for defence, and that this country had 
not annexed anything in Europe since 
Corsica many years ago, and he conten - d 
that it was not fer this 
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very different fashion if ¢ progress 
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eemed to be treated as if it were 

Departmental question. It was not a 


Departmental que tion. but a diplomatie 
question of the very first magnit tude nd 
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handled by the Prime Minist ter or the 
Foreign Secretary, and if the Prime 
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his views on the subject then th 

expect from some Minister who 
sented the policy of the Government 
generally, and especially its diplomatic 
policy, some statement as to What thie 
attitude of the Government on the sub- 
ject was. It was not enough to say that 
the Navy was for the purposes of d 


fence. He doubted very much i! 


countr V appeared to other Powers in the 
light in which, no doubt just 
appeared to the right hon. Gentleman. 
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they bore in mind, no matter for w at 
sufficient reasons, that the position o 
this country was enormously greater in 
point of control and possession of terti- 
tory than it was even a few y x9, 
He trusted that the Navy would continue 


to exist for defensive purposes only bu 


every Power regarded its armaments for 

the purposes of defence. Therefore he 

t! lought th: it the statement of right 

hon. Gentleman altogether ignor:d 1 
of tue ‘lo tion. 
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The right hon. man ‘iaving 
expressed sympathy with the Motion, 
thev were entitled To be told 
that tl Ministry had taken cvery 
step they could to make progress and 


give effect to the views expressed by t 
| Gentleman, and also that 
action would be taken by the Foreign 


Office with a view of following upsuciia 
1 ° + . °? 
declaration. Nothing having been said 
on that point, it was not too muci to 


assume that very little had been done. 
He did not anticipa e that any progress 
would be made in this matter un il this 
1taken the initiati ve. After 
all, it was a qui stion of nolless 
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with naval expenditure, just as this 
country was. The French Minister of 
Marine recently pointed that out; and 
within the last week observations were 
made by a responsiblz person on behalf 
of the French Government in that sense. 
He thought there was nothing to fear as 
regarded France. He would not discuss 
the position of Russia, for Russia might 
hereafter be very willing to come to any 
arrangement it could upon the subject of 
limiting naval expenditure. He would 
not discuss the United States, because he 
had always maintained that the two-Power 
standard had nothing whatever to do with 
the United States. He refused to con- 
template war with the United States as 
being within the range of practical poli- 
tics; and he did not anticipate that any 
good would come from any attempt to 
arrange a standard on the basis of war 
with the United States. The country had 
developed enormously, and it should be a 
paramount part of the diplomacy of this 
country to be on friendly terms with the 
United States. Germany was more diffi- 
cult than the other Powers. She was 
rapidly developing her Navy, but it was a 
small Navy as compared with the Navy of 
this country. It was quite true that the 
German shipbuilding programme would 
bring up the Germany navy to a sub- 
stantial level ina few years; but Germany 
was being pressed with naval expenditure 
at the present moment, and it was not 
altogether a source of strength to her 
(rovernment. He believed that the 
present moment was probably more ripe 
than it had been for some time past to 
enter into those negotiations; but this 
country should take the initiative, and 
they should not have such speeches as 
that which had been delivered by the 
Secretary for War. This was a question 
which demanded the intervention in the 
debate of some one who would speak not 
for a Department but for the Government 
as a whole, and would be able to give an 
assurance that he represented the policy 
of the Foreign Office in the matter. It 
was not a question of the strength of the 
Navy, it was a question as to the relations 
between different navies at the present 
time. He was one of those who thought 
that the strength of the Navy was in- 
cluded in the policy of the country. He 
could conceive a case being made for less 
expenditure onthe Navy, if they pursued 
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a policy which would get rid of the de- 
pendence of this country oa imports, and 
make the Empire self-trading within its 
own limits. But as long as they main- 
tained the country as a great free-trade 
country they needed the most powerful 
Navy in the world. That Navy he de- 
sired to have, and he did not desire to 
imperilit. He did not believe the count: y 
would grudge any expenditure in making 
the Navy as efficient as possible; but 
while maintaining that position the 
Government should be able to satisfy the 
taxpayers that they had done everything 
in their power to keep down the relative 
proportions of the navies of the great 
Powers to the Navy of this country. 
Otherwise they would run the risk of the 
naval policy of the country losing its 
present popularity, and from that point 
of view he regretted the speech which had 
been delivered by the right hon. Gentle- 
man. 


*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Portsmouth) 
said it was too much taken for granted 
that all foreign navies were intended to 
operate against us. He did not think 
that could be proved. In the course of 
the debate on the Navy last year, he 
took occasion to point out that a debate 
took place in the German Parliament in 
which great exception was taken to the 
strength of the German Navy, because it 
was not in a satisfactory condition com- 
pared with the Italian or the Russian. 
Nothing was said as regarded the English 
Navy. It did not follow that if we were 
prepared to diminish our Navy that 
other countries would be in a satisfactory 
naval position as regarded each other. 
It was quite conceivable that the up- 
shot of a proposal to decrease our 
Navy would result very much like the 
admirable proposal of Russia in regard 
to the Hague Convention. They ought 
not to adopt hastily any proposal 
which would tie their hands in the 
future. It was not for him to say 
whether this particular moment was an 
auspicious one for such a proposal, but 
they ought to bear in mind that we were 
not the only naval Power in the world, 
and that it was not only against us that 
other countries built their ships. 
Foreign countries had issues of their own 
to consider, and therefore it was not 
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cesirable that we should do anything 
which would be ineffective now and re- 
strict our freedom in the future. 


Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8S.) said 
this Resolution asked His Majesty’s 
Government to enter into communi- 


cations with the other great Powers. 
Suppose the Government did __ this, 
what practical result could they pessi- 
bly get from such a_ proceeding? 
He had very little confidence in such a 
proposal, even if the Government accepted 
it, for communication with the great 
naval Powers would not really lead to 
economy in finance. ‘They did not find 
much encouragement from the result of 
such conferences, as those which met at 
the Hague, or from the Geneva Confer- 
ence, for twenty years after the Geneva 
Conference we had a war in South Africa. 
If hon. Members really had any desire for 
economy they would not get it through 
conferences with naval Powers, but the 
best course was to denounce both in this 
House and in the country the enormous 
Estimates which the Government were 
asking for to keep up the Navy. Where 
was it all going toend? Not many years 
ago the Navy Estimates amounted to 
£23,000,000, and now they amounted to 
£36,000,000. He could see no finality in 
these figures, and they might ultimately 
grow to £60,000,000. There might come 
a time when they would amount to as 
much as £70,000,000 or £80,000,000, 
because what had been pointed out on this 
side of the House up to the present was 
only a part of the annual expenditure on 
the Navy. He had read carefully the 
statement of the First Lord of the Admir- 
alty, and there was no mention in 
it of these other items of expenditure, 
although it pointed to the fact that the 
Estimates now asked for amounted to 
£36,899,000 as against £34,006,000 for the 
current year. This £36,000,000 concealed 
from the country the amount which had 
been spent on the naval dockyards and 
all the money voted under the Naval 
Works Act of last year. These immense 
sums, amounting perhaps to £4,000,000, 
£5,000,000, cr perhaps £6,000,000, did not 
come before the House in the ordinary 
way for criticism. He thought they 
were matters which ought to excite mor» 
indignation among his hon. friends above 
the Gangway than they seemed to do. 


Mr. Reginald Lucas. 
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He listened last year to the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bristol 
asking the various Government Depart- 
ments to practise economy. Now hon. 
Members on the Opposition side were 
asking for a reduction on these Estimates 
by suggesting some agreements between 
naval Powers. He did not think that 
was the proper way to secure economy. 
The first thing to do was to reduce your 
own Naval Estimates and then other 
countries would do the same. What was 
the cause of other naval Powers increasing 
their Navy Estimates? England was 
the greatest sinner in this respect. What 
country had shown the biggest increase ? 
This country had spent the most in this 
direction, for their naval expenditure was 
going up by leaps and bounds. That 
was the way in which it seemed to him 
economy ought to ke brought about in 
this House instead of doing it in an indirect 
way by a Resolution of this kind. He 
did not desire to keep a strong Navy, for 
what was the good of a strong Navy to 
Ireland. They were going to build big 
battleships, submarine boats, and torpedo 
destroyers, and they could not even get 
a gunboat to defend the fisheries in 
Ireland, although they had had many 
complaints about the way fishing was 
carried out by foreigners. He had 
moved reductions upon every single Navy 
Vote on the ground that as an Irish 
Member Ireland got no benefit whatever 
from this huge expenditure on the Navy. 
He could quite understand, for instance, 
why the Colonies were proud of the Navy, 
and he could understand why the Navy 
was of great use to the Colonies, because, 
by an agreement entered into this year, 
he found in the case of Australia—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! An 
agreement between the Colonies and this 
country in regard to the Navy cannot be 
discussed under this Motion. 


Mr. ©O’MARA explained that his 
objection to the growing expenditure 
was that Ireland had to beara heavy 
proportion while the Colonies escaped. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that that was 
rather wide of the subject under dis- 
cussion. 
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Mr. O’MARA asked whether he was 
not at liberty to explain the grounds of 
his objection to the growing expenditure 
on the Navy. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, if they are 
relevant to the Motion before the House. 
But I think the hon. Member is going 
too far if he attempts to discuss the 
contribution made by the Colonies or the 
use of gunboats to protect the fisheries 
of Ireland. Those matters may be 
brought up on other occasions, but not 
on the Motion now before the House. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.) 
asked whether it was not permissible to 
urge, aS a reason for objecting to the 
continually growing expenditure on the 
Navy, the fact that the Colonies did not 
in any adequate way contribute thereto. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think it is objec- 
tionable on this Amendment. When 
the hon. Member proceeds to discuss the 
relations between the Colonies and this 
country,andthe agreement with Australia, 
he is going beyond the Motion before the 
House. 


Mr. O7MARA said that all he desired 
to point out was that by the new 
agreement six warships were devoted to 
the protection of the Colonies which sub- 
scribed only £400,000, while Ireland. who 
hal to pay £2,090,000, received no benefit 
whatever from the Navy. The fact that 


two new dockyards had been con- 
structed in England intensified the 


grievance felt by Ireland that no fully 
equipped dockyards existed in that 
country. Although some good might 
come of the Resolution, he felt that if its 
supporters really had the interests of 
economy at heart, they ought to take the 
direct road of moving reductions on the 
Estimates, and of opposing the growing 
extravagance of the Government. The 
pockets of the people of this country 
Were not unlimited, and at its present 
rate the enormous expenditure would 
exhaust the resources and cripple the 
in lustries of the nation. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) said that a week ago he 
had found it his duty to make some strong 
observations on the growth of expenditure, 
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and therefore it was only right that he 
should again take part in directing atten- 
tion to the subject, although the Estimates 
under consideration were those for the 
Navy. He would at once admit that on 
the question of maintaining a strong Navy 
there was an almost universal agreement. 
The Navy attracted to itself most rightly 
a great deal of popular sympathy and 
confidence; and a tendency to increase 
expenditure was more likely to meet with 
approval in respect of the Navy than in 
respect of almost any other department of 
the public service. But it was somewhat 
remarkable—and the House could pro- 
bably derive comfort from the fact—that 
there should be this increase of £2,500,000 
inthe Navy Estimates this year, because 
it must naturally be supposed that the 
Government, before agreeing to so large 
an increase, must have looked to the 
financial position of the country, and have 
satisfied themselves that the country 
could afford this expenditure without 
inconvenience. Therefore, the Govern 
ment must have found that the revenue 
of the coming vear would be more than 
sufficient to coverany excess of this kind. 
Some comfort was to be extracted from 
this consideration, Lecause it was im- 
possible to imagine any Government 
which, contemplating a narrow equipoise 
of revenue and expenditure, and_ still 
more a deficit, would bring forward as the 
very first Estimates to be laid before the 
House an increase of £2,500,000. The 
Navy was popular, and all wished to see 
it maintained in adequate strength. But 
the House looked for their guide in that 
matter not to the Board of Admiralty, 
but to the Cabinet and the Government 
at large. There was a singular passage 
in the explanatory statement of the First 
Lord, to which he would eall attention 
fora moment. It was as follows— 

* The Board of Admiralty are well aware that 
the charge they are asking Parliament to sanction 
is a heavy one, but Parliament must remember 
how heavy is the responsibility cast by it on 
the Board of providing the country with a 
Navy strong enough to sustain a struggle with 
the navies of any two Powers, and also strong 
enough to ensure reasonable security to its vast 
sea-borne trade, and to the food supply of the 
people.” 


That was not to state the matter quite 
fairly. The question of responsibility 
was not one as between Parliament and 
the Board of Admiralty, but as between 
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Parliament and the Government. This 
was rather a usurpation by the Board of 


Admiralty of the responsibility constitu- | 


tionally attaching to the Government. 
In all technical and professional matters, 
the opinions of the Board of Admiralty 
should have the greatest weight; but the 
Government had to take into considera- 
tion other matters with which the 
professional members of the Board of 
Admiralty had nothing to do. In the 
first place, the Government had _ to 
consider what they knew of the disposi- 
tion and intentions of this country 
towards other countries, and of other 
countries among themselves and towards 
us. They must know all that in a much 
more deep and intimate sense than would 
be conveyed by the courteous phrases 
usually employed in the King’s Speech. 
Then the Government were also ac- 
quainted with the financial position of 
the country. They knew whether the 
country could afford all that the pro- 
fessional advisers wished to see provided, 
and on these grounds he declined to 
accept the doctrine that the Board of 
Admiralty was responsible to the House 
of Commons. It was the Government 
that was responsible. From this point 
of view as well as others he regretted the 
absence of the Prime Minister, because 
the right hon. Gentleman could have told 
the House better than anyone else what 
was the view on this question of the 
Cabinet at large, and he could have given 
an authoritative statement as to what 
might be called the naval policy of the 
Government. The House was quite at 
sea with regard to naval policy. A great 
deal had been said about a two-Power 
standard. The investigations which he 
had made of the figures pointed rather to 
the standard of this country being a 
three-Power standard. But, in any case, 
the fact remained that according to the 
accounts now presented we were simply 
drifting—simply playing a game of 
follow-my leader, infused with a strong 
dash of that other game ‘“ beggar-my- 
neighbour.” 

The statement of the First Lord said 
that the Board asked for nothing 
which they did not believe to be 
necessary; that they had avoided giving 
any stimulus to the expansion of arma- 
ments by the formulation of large pro- 
grammes, but that when such programmes 


Siw H. Cumpbell-Bannerman. 
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were adopted by other Powers, they had 
no choice but to take them into account. 
That was the unbroken story. We built, 
and then others Powers with which we 
matched ourselves followed suit. Next 
year the Government would come for- 
ward and use the fact that they had 
indulged in an increase as a reason 
for further construction. They would 
cite it as a reason for a further 
advance; and so things went on. 
What was wanted was to try to stop this 
absurd and ruinous rivalry. The right 
hon. Gentleman said that our Navy 
existed for defensive purposes. Other 
States could say the same of their 
navies; they existed for offensive and 
defensive purposes. But do not let us 
be so insincere with ourselves as to con- 
ceal from ourselves the fact that this was 
the case. Undoubtedly we had a posi- 
tion in the world which required us, 
beyond the requirements of any other 
country, to maintain our Navy in a full 
state of efficiency ; but were we to go on 
with this game, this constant race in 
armaments, without any hope of reducinz 
them? The proposal of his hon. friend 
must commend itself to every reasonable 
man—namely, that an effort should be 
made to bring other nations into counsel 
in the matter in order to see whether we 
could not come to an understanding to 
save both them and us from the sacrifices 
that were evidently in front of all? The 
right hon. Gentleman said that the 
Government had already done this, that 
Ministers in both Houses had made 
certain statements which expressed our 
willingness tothe world. The late Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer said last year 
that he hoped there would be some sort 
of reasonable agreement between the 
Powers. Other Powers had said the 
same thing, and France had gone further. 
The Finance Minister in France had 
warned his countrymen of the extreme 
limit of the sacrifices that could be 
imposed upon them, both for land and 
sea services, and on 23rd November M. 
Delcassé spoke about the good relations 
which happily existed between most of 
the nations and the desire for an agree- 
ment on questions that divided them. 
In discussing a Motion like this, that 
France should take the initiative in sug- 
gesting a reduction of armaments to other 


(Navy Estimates). 
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Powers, M. Delcassé said: ‘“‘ France has 
no need to speak to the nations ; she has 
acted for several years so that her naval 
and military estimates have been slightly 


lower.” The Secretary for War laughed— 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I said they 
were reduced by £400. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said that, whatever the reduction was, the 
estimates were “slichtly lower,” and 
France did not increase them by 
£2,500,000. M. Delcassé had shown 
again and avain what a friend of this 
country he was, always in subordination 
to his friendship and loyalty for his own 
country. “(ther nations,” M. Delcass¢ 
added, ‘‘can follow herexample; acts sre 
worth more than icle words.” He agreed 
that some of the words let fall by the right 
hon. Gentleman were of a satis‘actory 
nature; but no mere repetition of what 
Lord Salisbury said in the House of Lords 
and the Prime Minister raid in the House 
of Commons on previous occasions, which 
were little more than the vlifer dicta of 
individual Ministers, could be held to take 
the place of the opinion of the Cabinet. 
They would never do any good unless 
they showed that they were in earnest 
and were sincere. He therefore regretted 
that the Government had not seen their 
way to take the moderate, reasonable, 
and wise step proposed in the Amendment. 
He would certainly support the Amend- 
roent asa demonstration of the wieh which 
he believed to be general in this House. 
If the Amendment was agreed to by the 
House he believed that it would express 
the general opinion of the House better 
than the negative attitude which 
the Government seem to think sufficient. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND | said 
the Secretary of State for War 
no doubt felt bound to take part in this 
discussion owing to the office he filled 
at the Admiralty before he occupied his 
present position at the War Office. 
The right hon. Gentleman had twitted 
the House with what he termed amateur 
criticism, but the word amateur might, in 
his opinion, also be applied to the 
administration of the War Office and the 
Admiralty at the present time, having 
rezard to the fact that all the hon. and 
neht hon. Gentlemen on the Treasury 
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Bench at the present’ time had keen lately 
atthe War Office orthe Admiralty. After 
the ruling given by Mr. Speaker he felt 
himself in a difficulty in this debate #s 
he was debarred in consequence from 
entering into and referring to the absurd 
relations of the Colonies with reference 
to the enormous expenditure which this 
House was asked to undertake from time 
to time in respect to the Navy. The 
terms of the Resolution of the hon. 
Members were to call attention to the 
continual increase in the charges for 
naval expenditure; and to move— 

“That, in view of the heavy burdens 
placed upon the people of the country by this 
increasing expenditure ” 


In this relation the expenditure must be 
taken to include Ireland as well as 
England, and from that point cf view he 
must repeat the protest he had made 
year after year So longas he had been in 
this House. From an Irish point of view 
he protested against this expenditure. 
The people of Ireland derived no 
advantage from it. They found it 
difficult even to get the service of 2 gun- 
boat to protect their fisheries, nor did they 
derive any benefit in the shape of 
wages in their shipbuilding yards. In 
the words of the right hon. Gentleman, 
the Leader of the Opposition, ‘ Where 
was this game going to end?” He knew 
there were Members of the House who 
did not regard an increase of £2,000,000 
on the last year’s Estimates as a matter 
of much importance, but others who had 
listened to such statements as had been 
made from the Treasury Bench year «fter 
year, regarded it in quite a different 
light. Not so many years ago the Naval 
Jstimates were little more than half what 
they were at present, and year after year 
there had been the same story of millions 
added to the expenditure, and it was 
time for somebody to ask the question, 
‘Where is this expenditure going to stop 
or when the limit will be reached ¢” 
What had been the result of all this ex- 
penditure? Were they any safer or more 
sure that if they were attacked they were 
any more secure in their defence? They 
saw only the other day how in the course 
of an hour, with a run of ill luck, 
£2,000,000 or £3,000,000 or £4,000,000 
in ships might be destroyed. From 
the English point of view, though not 
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from his point of view, it was inad- 
visable to spend money in the reckless 
way in which it was spent, in the hope of 
being able to produce a Fleet which would 
dominate all the other Fleets of the 
world. However, if the people of this 
country allowed themselves to be ledinto 
a state of ruin by the young men who 
had now got charge of the Army and 
Navy Departments, all he could say was 
that the look-out would be bad for this 
country. He was in the position of pro- 
testing against this expenditure on behalf 
of people who were taxed against their 
will, but if he were the representative of 
the English taxpayer he would be ex- 
ceedingly sorry to find the Army and 
Navy Departments controlled by a 
number of gentlemen whose personal 
excellence he would be the last in the 
world to call in question, but who were. 
tosay the least of it. a lot of inexperienced 
young men. In regard to the young 
man representing the Admiralty. he dared 
say that in the course of half-a-dozen 
years or so he would develop into a first- 
rate Government departmental official, 
but he might be allowed to ask without 
offence What did the hon. Gentleman 
know about the Navy when he had just 
arrived in his present office? Hedid not 
mean any disrespect when he said that 
one might take anyone from the lobby 
outside, a policeman for choice, and put 
him there. He had not the slightest 
intention of being disrespectful to 
the hon. Gentleman. He  ccnsidered 
that the system which allowed any 
inexperienced Member of this House 
to be promoted as the representative of 
a great Department was not right. He 
did not think it was business. If this 
extraordinary expenditure was to be 
undertaken it ought to be administered 
by men of knowledge and experience of 
the Departments. Nobody could say that 
he was wanting in respect, or personally 
offensive when he alleged that these 
qualities could not be possessed by the 
young men who had been promoted for 
one reason or another, without going 
through any probationary course at 
all, so far as one could judge. These 
reflections would not have come to his 
mind had it not been for the statement 
of the Secretary of State for War 
that the criticism was amateurish. In 
Mr. William Redinond, 
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regard to amateurishness the less he said 
the better. It was not business that they 
should not have in this House the head 
of the Navy Department. There was an 
expenditure propcsed of £36,500,000 on 
the Navy at a time when peace was 
supposed to prevail, and when everybody 
was led to believe that there would bea 
great curtailment of expenditure both in 
the Navy and Army. With the other 
items referred to by the hon. Member for 
Dundee the expenditure was brought up 
to £42,000,000. Why was not the head 
of the Department in this House? He 
did not speak in terms of disrespect of 
the First Lord of the Admiralty because 
he happened to be a Peer. It was not 
his fault, but the head of the Navy ought 
to be here. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I would remind the 
hon. Member that the question before the 
House is the Amendment. The question 
whether the First Lord of the Admiralty 
should be in this House or the other does 
not arise on this Amendment. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
bowed to that ruling. He had not the 
slightest desire to travel outside of the 
Amendment. The references he was 
making were references he had made year 
after year. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Not on the same 


Amendment. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND | said 
there were other occasions on which 
he made them. He would not refer 
to that matter further at the present 
time, but he had no doubt there would 
be an opportunity of taking notice 
of something that would not be 
tolerated in any business firm, namely, 
that the officer responsible for the ex- 
penditure was not present. The Secretary 
of State for War had stated somewhat 
petulantly that the communication asked 
for in the Amendment had been made 
over and over again. There was no need 
for petulance in these matters. He 
ventured to assert, without the slightest 
fear of contradiction, that no such com- 
munication had been entered into with 
any foreign Power. He wanted to know 
why such communications should not be 
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entered into. 
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Whether they believed in | of this cost, which was of no use to the 


the Joni fides of foreign Powers or not | Irish people now, or at any other time. 


there could be no objection to asking for | 
an interchange of opinion in this matter. 
He protested on behalf of the Irish tax- | 
payers, against having to pay a farthing! 122. 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen Augustus Henry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arnold-Forster Rt Hon Hugh O 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher Rt Hon Sir H. 
jailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
jaird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Federick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

jond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles,T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell Rt. Hn. J A (Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dewar, Sir T R (Tower Hamlets 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt Hon Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland Sir Fred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt.Hon. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fergusson, Rt Hn. Sir J (Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 4 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 


AYES. 


Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S (Warwick,S W. 
Fyler, John Arthur 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Gore Hon. F. Ormsby-( Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 

Gall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton Rt Hn Ld G. (Midd’x 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffords. N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversham 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney Col. W. (Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir Joseph(Monm’th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,John Grant( Yorks N.R 
Lee, Arthur H (Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick NS 
Lockwood, Lieut.- Col. A. R. 
Long,Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hon. Walter( Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A.W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 


Milner, Rt. Hon. Sir Federick G. 


Milvain, Thomas 


| Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 174; Noes, 
(Division List No. 30.) 


Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, David J.(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray, Rt.Hn.A.Graham (Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Percy, Earl 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 


| Pym, C. Guy 


Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon. M.W.(Staly bridge 
Ritchie, Rt Hon Chas. Thomson 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, James Parker ( Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes) 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir WilliamH. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Wilson- Todd, Sir W H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 
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Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt Hn. Herbert Henry 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
Campbell- Bannerman Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davis, Alfred; (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Devlin,Charles Ramsay(Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark.) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans,Sir Francis H. Maidstone 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 


{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayter Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Leng, Sir John 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwell) 
M:Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M:Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M'Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal( Ti pperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W) 
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Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond John E (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William (Snowdon) 
Roche, John 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R( Northants) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,John Lawson (Leeds 8) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney ) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 





Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 


O’ Dowd, John 


O’Mara, James 


Main Question again proposed. 


And, it being after half-past Seven of 
the clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 
SUPPLY (NAVY ESTIMATES). 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Main (Question [29th February}, 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair.” 


Main Question again proposed. 


*Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) said there were one or two matters 
he desired to cal] attention to before Mr. 
Speaker left the Chair. With regard to 
the three battleships which were voted 


O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


O’ Kelly James (Roscommon N) 
O'Malley, William 


O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, Sir Charles M (Durham 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Young, Samuel 


TFLLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Roberts and 
Mr. Buchanan. 


last year to be built in private yards, he 
noticed from the Memorandum of the 
First Lord that they had been undertaken 
in Government yards. Under those cir- 
cumstances he thought private yards had 
some reason to complain of the action of 
the Government. The number of ship- 
builders who were qualified to build 
battleships was limited, and when it was 
announced that three battleships were to 
be put out to contract in one year, natur- 
ally some of those shipbuilders expected 
to execute part of the orders. The reason 
for the change appeared to be that the 
work in the Government yards had been 
got through at a greater rate than was 
expected, but it was rather hard that the 
private shipbuilding yards should suffer 
owing to a want of foresight on the part 
of the Government. He quite appreciated 


the argument that the change was 
necessary in order to keep the 
hands in the Government _ yards 
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together, but, even so, a compromise 
might have been arranged whereby two 
of the ships might have been given out 
as proposed to the private yards, because 
it must not be lost sight of that they too 
had to keep their hands together. The 
position of the manufacturers was affected 
in more ways then one because these 
private contractors were at the same time 
manufacturers of armour plate. And in 
this regard they were entitled to expecta 
large share of the orders having regard to 
the fact that some three or four years ago 
pressure was brought to bear on the 
armour-plate manufacturers to increase 
their productions. Thus Sheffield manu- 
facturers increased their production by 
10,000 tons each and yet the programme 
of the year would not come up to a third 
of their capacity. He also understood 
that the amount of repairs given to private 
yards in the future would be considerably 
less then in the past, but he certainly hoped 
having regard to the pressure put on these 
contractors in the past that the Admiralty 
would strain a point in their favour in 
that matter. It might be so that, in these 
matters, the national interest came first. 
That was no doubt true, but was all 
being done in the national interest that 
shuold be. Were some of the old battle- 
ships such as the “ Majestic” and “ Royal 
Sovereign ” class and the “ Centurion ” and 
“Barfleur ” class adequately protected in 
armour? He understood that at modern 
trials the armour-piercing shells were such 
as to prove that the armour of those 
vessels was far from adequate. There 
were other classes of ships which needed 
not only re-armouring but re-arming as 
well. With regard to the general question 
as to whether the strength of the Navy was 
the two-Power standard, he could only 
say that according to the figures in 
Brasseys Annual we had hardly 
reached that standard. According to 
that work the combined force of France 
and Germany were seventy-seven as 
against sixty-two. Of course all these 
calculations were difficult to harmonise, 
but so far as the mere statement as to the 
numbers was concerned, he believed that 
those figures were fairly accurate. So 
far as he was concerned the criticism he 
would make was not that the present 
Estimates were too large but rather that 
they were too smal]. He quite admitted 
that he did not approach this matter with 
an entirely unbiassed view, but if his 
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criticisms were sound his personal lean- 
ings he submitted did not affect the 
question. 


*Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said that 
the hon. Gentleman who had just sat down 
had taken exception to the fact that 
certain battleships that were to 
have been built by contract had been 
placed in Government yards. It must 
necessarily be the policy of the Govern- 
ment to give work to its own yards when 
they were short of employment. There 
was no doubt the Government cut the 
matter too fine last year with regard to the 
matter of layingdownnew ships. It was 
pointed out then that unless they did lay 
down some ships in their own yards there 
would either be a large discharge or other 
work would have to be found. At the 
moment they appeared to have had the 
belief there was ample work, but it turned 
out differently, and of course they were 
right in seeing that their own yards, which 
would have no other opportunity of 
getting work like private yards, were duly 
employed. With regard to the “ Prince of 
Wales” battleship, he had asked whether 
it was the fact that one of the armour 
plates had developed serious defects, and 
the answer was that the defects were not 
as serious as he suggested. His infor- 
mation was to the effect that the fissure 


| was so serious that a man was able to 


put his finger in, and that pieces 22 inches 
in length, 6 inches wide and three-eighths 
of an inch in thickness had blown off. 
There was something chemically wrong 
with these plates. He knew the Ad- 
miralty had investigated this matter, 
and no doubt a report had been made. 
It would be of great interest to the 
House to have an explanation from his 
hon. friend as to the cause of this serious 
defect. He wanted to know what steps 
the Admiralty had taken with the 
contractor to compel him to make good 
not only the plates themselves but the 
loss that might be occasioned to the 
Admiralty. They had been told that the 
Admiralty had decided to take steps to 
cease the manufacture of certain com- 
modities that were supplied to the Fleet 
by way of victualling, that they had 
decided to discontinue the manufacture 
of flour, oatmeal, ete., but they had 
decided to continue the manufacture of 
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biscuit and cocoa. With regard to cocoa 
he had nothing to say, but with regard 
to biscuit he made a definite statement 
that the Admiralty were producing 
in their own factories biscuits at a cost 
of 40 per cent. more than they could be 
obtained in the open market. The hon. 
Gentleman shook his head, but that was 
his assertion after examination and 
inquiry. 


For the first time for twenty years 
in these Estimates there was a_noti- 
fication by the Admiralty that all the 
money voted last year would have been 
spent and earned by the contractors 
and the Government yards before the 
end of the financial year. For ten years 
they had been met every year with the 
fact that the money voted during the 
preceding year had not been spent. 
There had been all sorts of explanations 
of this. Asregarded contract-built ships, 
the Admiralty had adopted the system 
he was the first to suggest, that ships 
built by private firms should be abso- 
lutely completed there and not brought 
round to the Government yards to be 
overhauled, which resulted in time and 
money being spent onthem there. It was 
encouraging to find the good business re- 
sults the Admiralty had achieved from hav- 
ing the ships thoroughly completed in the 
contractors’ yards. He had advocated 
in past years that ships built by contract 
vnd requiring repairs should be sent 
back to the contractor who built them. 
It must be obvious there was an ad- 
vantage in that. The contractor knew 
all about his ship and he naturally took 
um interest in it. He believed if that 
system were adopted as far as possible 
they would get better work, a longer life 
to the ship, and that there would be an 
economy tothe State. Another point was 
that the Admiralty ought to take some 
further action to get an estimate of the 
cost of repairs before they proceeded to 
put the ships into the hands of the 
contractors for repairs. He was certain 
the present system was most extravagant. 
He never would believe it was not 
possible to get an approximate estimate 
in advance. __ a 

He was glad to notice in {the First 
Lord’s statement that gunnery con- 
tinued steadily to improve. He thought 
that was mainly due to the Parliamentary 

Mr. Kearley. 
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and Press discussion which had taken 
place. The primary object of the Fleet 
was to shoot well, and the result of the 
encouragement given by the Admiralty 
to the men was that there was a keen 
interest not only in the Navy, but 
through the nation in the results of the 
target practice and rapid firing and hit- 
ting. It would be of interest to know 
what ships shot badly, and he did not 
see the objection to publishing the 
results in the fullest possible detail. We 
got to know the records of the shootin 
of other nations, and if we adeenieal 
the fact that ours was the best shoot- 


ing nation in the world it was not 
likely to do us any harm. He 
agreed that the practice should be 


in accordance with the conditions prevail- 
ing in time of war; it was in that direction 
we ought to excel. Every endeavour 
ought to be made to improve the material 
the men had to use, and especially was 
that the case in the matter of sighting. 
Had the Admiralty given that attention 
to this matter of the sighting of the guns 
which its importance deserved? What 
were the facts in connection with the 
“Centurion”? That ship returned from 
the China Station last year for the purpose 
of a thorough overhaul and refit. She 
was just on the point of being sent back 
tothe China Station when rumours began 
to be circulated that the sighting of her 
10-in. guns was imperfect. The Admir- 
alty must take a great amount of respons'- 
bility in this matter; they could not 
pretend that they were in ignorance. It 
was generally known that the Gunnery 
School at Whale Island made representa- 
tions on the point. Everybody knew, also, 
that when a ship came home to refit, the 
captain had the responsibility of making 
a full report with a full list of all require- 
ments necessary to make his ship upeto- 
date and efficient. Did the captain fail 
in thatrespect ? Undoubtedly not. The 
captain made representations to the 
Admiralty that the sighting was defective, 
and yet this ship had gone away to China 
with its gun sighting defective. 


Mr. PRETYMAN was understood to 
dissent. 


*Mr. KEARLEY said the sighting was 
admittedly imperfect at any rate. Lord 
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Selborne the other day gave some ex- 
planation as to what happened. 
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defective. He had only one other word 
to say onthe subject of gunnery. He had 


first place, he said that, as part of the | urged over and over again that the 
refit a new sighting installation had been | Admiralty ought to give further en- 


entrusted to the Messrs. Armstrong; and | 
in the second place, that it could not be | 


completed owing to want of time. That | 
appeared to be very plausible on the | and rapid shooting. 


surface; but either the Admiralty did not 
act on the information supplied by the 
captain at the earliest possible moment, 
in which event they were dilatory in an 
important case of sighting ten-inch guns, 
in Which there ought to have been no| 
delay ; or, if the Admiralty said they had | 
not been dilatory, they asked the House | 
to believe that the Messrs. Armstrong, one | 
of the greatest shipbuilding firms in the | 
world, with an unlimited number of hands, | 
and all other facilities at their command, 
were not capable of installing a new and 
sitistactory system of sighting in the | 
“Centurion” in a period of four months. | 


Me. PRETYMAN was understood to | 


say that that was so. 


*Mr. KEARLEY said that if it were | 
soit seemed to him astounding. This | 
Was so important a matter that the | 
Admiralty would do well at once to | 
appoint a Committee of Inquiry composed | 
ot the best gunnery experts, and the best | 
shipbuilders in the country. He did not 
believe that it was impossible to get a | 
proper sighting equipment installed in the | 
four months the ship was at home. The 
Admiralty were not free from responsi- 
bility because, when the Messrs. Armstrong | 
had failed, they had not hesitated to send | 
this ship back to her station in a de- 
fective state. His hon. friend might 
reply that the “ Centurion ” was efficient 
with the old sighting apparatus; but 
everybody knew that the old system of 
sighting was quite out of date, and 
knocked off at least 50 per cent. of effici- 
ency as regarded accuracy and rapidity of | 
firing, compared with the system installed | 
in ships built within the last two or there | 
years. It seemed to him strange that the 
Admiralty should have been in such a 
desperate hurry to send the ship back to | 
the China Station with the old sighting. 
The “ Centurion” was not an isolated case. 








| by a silver medal. 


| officer, money was to the men. 


couragement to the men to stimulate 
them in shooting. He suggested that 
larger prizes should be given for accurate 
The best man inthe 
Navy secured for the best shooting of a 
12-in. gun, which fired an 800lb. shot, 
the magnificent sum, under the improved 
conditions of payment, of £3, accompanied 
A man went to 
Bisley and fired an ounce bullet at a target 
and received £250 in money and a gold 
medal. The Admiralty seemed to over- 
look the fact that what honour was to th» 
It was a 
question of bread and butter to them. 
He had come in contact with a great 
number of meno: the lower deck, and 
they were all in favour of large money 
inducements being given to the very best 
shooting men. There should be a naval 
Bisley every year, although he knew that 


| certain objections might be stated against 
it—that there were variations in weather 


and light in different parts of the world, 
and that therefore it was impossible that 
the competitions could be carried out 
under fairly similar conditions. But he 
was told that whenever prize firing was 
engaged in, the state of the weather must 
be such that an open boat could be 
lowered and lay to so as to be able, as 
required, to make the necessary repairs 
to the target, and to his mind that 
fact showed that the competition 
could be carried on under fairly similar 
conditions. 


Str FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley) said he wished to identify 
himself with the compliment which had 
been paid to the hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary to the Admiralty on the very 
lucid, although lengthy, statement he had 
made on the Navy Estimates. The dis- 
tinguishing feature of the Estimates was 
the large sum of money required. The 
contrast between past years and the pre- 
sent was so marked that to-day wehal a 
peace Estimate larger than any pre- 
sented in time of war. That was 
a very remarkable c.rcumstance, even 





He was told that there were many ships | more remarkable than the fact that these 
inthe Navy at the present moment with | Estimates were £2,500,000 larger than 
sighting equipment which was seriously | those of last year. The two questions 
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which the country would ask upon such | 
enormous Estimates were—first, was this 
vast expenditure necessary; and second, 
was the country getting value for the 
money? He thought, and especially after 
the very specific statement made by the 
right hon. Gentleman in the responsible 
position of Secretary of State for War, 
that there was nothing provocative in the 
Estimates as they stood, nothing to 
challenge a response by any foreign 
Power. The country had recently heard 
with comparative equanimity of the 
state of appalling inefficiency of the 
Army because it was generally fully 
persuaded that the Navy was not only 
large but also efficient. The two-Power 
standard had been recoznised as necessiry 
even by the hon. Member for Denbigh. 
But, in making this comparison, Ameri- 
can as well as German preparations could 
not altogether be neglected. It is true 
that the possibility of war with America 
was quite remote; he hoped that it 
was practically non-existent; but how- 
ever friendly a Power might be, it was 
our duty to take into account all the 
naval preparations of that Power, which 
he noticed proposed to spend £100,000 
on experiments with submarines. Refer- 
ence had been made by the Secretary to 
the Admiralty to the Memorandum of 
the First Lord of the Admiralty. That 
was a very remarkable document, for 
there was scarcely a topic connected with 
naval preparations that was not dealt 
with in it in an exhaustive manner. In 


‘COMMONS} 


referred 


regard to the Chilian battleships, the | 


hon. Member for Cardiff had said with 
characteristic modesty that these ships, 
designed by himself, were the best at 
the present time in the British Navy. 
He could hardly go so far as that, but 
he held that, considering their limited 
displacement and tonnage, there were no 
battleships superior to them, and their 
acquisition by the Admiralty was one on 
which the Board might be congratulated. 
Tf the rumours as to the circumstances 
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The hon. Member for Devonport had 
to the manner in which 
criticisms in the House hid been accepted 
by the Admiralty. He ventured to say 
that the speech of the Secretary to the 
Admiralty and the Memorandum of the 
First Lord teemed with proofs of the 
success of criticisms in this House oi 
naval details. He remembered that the 
criticisms of the late Sir W. Allan and 


other friends had been accepted by the 


Admiralty, and were now doing good 
and useful service in naval prep2rations. 
Take the question of sea trials of the 
marine boilers. These were now 
common, and the comparative results 
obtained were most valuable. That was 
a right pclicy, and so long as the Admi:- 
alty adopted the testing of novelties at 
sea they would meet with approval from 
practical men in the House. He main- 
tained that the Boiler Commission. which 
was at first intended to be a temporary 
expedient, should be made a permanent 
board of advice tothe Admiralty. There 
could be nothing possibly better than 
that the experience of men of high stand- 
ing in the mercantile marine should b: 
at the disposal of the Admiralty. Then 
the increase of the Navy Intelligence 
Department was also an improvement 
that had been the result of long and 
frequent debate and suggestion in this 
House. The Admiralty were moving in 
a right direction when they appointed 
naval attaches in all the great European 
capitals who would obtain intelligence 
regarding all foreign Navies. The drastic 
regulations for the compulsory retirement 
of captains was the result of representa- 
tions in this House. The result of these 


regulations would be to obtain not only 
a large reserve of admirals, rear-admirals 


and captains, but also to have the rear- 
admirals very much longer than they 
had ever been before, capable of taking 


/command in the years when their vigour 
-was at its best, and their experience 


-urrounding that acquisition were correct, | 


then the whole country owed a deep 


the personal steps which he 

to secure these vessels at a moment 

ot emergency, when they might 

have otherwise been lost to the ser- 

vice of Great Britain, and perhaps 

one day have been ranged against us. 
Sir Fortescue Flanneru. 


sufficiently maturd. That 
ment had been carried out without any 


improve- 


: : é ‘violent change of system or anything 
debt of gratitude to Lord Selborne for | : ng RE genge Pie: I 
saok | leading to injustice to individuals. !t 


was also very satisfactory to find that 
the system of recruiting and traiminz 


| younger officers was working out ip 4 


way which the Admiralty considered 


satisfactory. ‘‘ Water babies,” as they 
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wore called, were entered now in consider- 
able numbers, and there was every 
exnectation on the part of those who had 
prictical knowledge of the subject that 
the system would work satisfactorily. 
He had no doubt that experience would 
show that, even if changes in detail were 
necessary, the system was on the whole 
the right one for providing officers for the 
Fleet. He expressed approval of the 
training of boys in gunnery and other 
matters instead of masts, yards, and 
spars, there being no object to be gained 
by training young bluejackets in the 
obsolete system of navigation by sailing. 
Now they were really taught, as the 
officers were taught, what was necessary 
for practical use. The increase of the 
personnel was stated to be 4,000, but it 
wis really more, because 1,240 boys had 
been done away with and men substituted. 
He did not know how the Admiralty 
proposed to provide for the future train- 
ing of bluejackets when so large a pro- 
portion of boys had been abolished, but 
perhaps the Secretary to the Admiralty 
would be able to give an explanation. 
It might be that the great increase inthe 
teserve made it unnecessary to train so 
many boys, and that, therefore, the 
personnel of the Fleet could be kept more 
efficient. 


Another matter of the utmost import- 
ance was the association of the Colonies 
and the colonial sailor-men with the 
British Fleet. That was clearly at work, 
according to the statement of the First 
Lord, both in Australia and New Zealand, 
where the Colonial Parliaments had 
accepted the overtures of the mother 
country, but he noticed with regret that 
there was no mention of Newfoundland, 
which had a large reserve of sailors who 
might be utilised in the same way. Re- 
ference had been made to the rapid 
rite of construction in the dockyards. 
Credit must also be given to the improved 
system of organisation in the dockyards 
which had been introduced by the present 
Director of Naval Dockyards, Sir James 
Williamson. Whatever the cause it was 
satisiactory to find that the great reform 
urged upon the Admiralty over and over 
again of allowing private contractors to 
finish their ships in preference to sending 
them to the dockyards to be changed 
and pulled to pieces, was not only working 
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well with regard to the ships built 
by contract, but also because it left 
the dockyards to their own proper work 
of building their own ships. The Leader 
of the Opposition had expressed the 
opinion that the £2,500,000 increase in 
the Estimates ought not to be associated 
with any idea that the Budget would not 
be a favourable one. What had the 
Budget to do with the safety of the 


country ? He believed that the Estimates, 
large as they were, were absolutely 


necessiry, and would be regarded by the 
country as reasonable in all the 
circumstances of the case. 


*Mpe. LOUGH said he could not help 
thinking that the compliments which 
the hon. Member for the Shipley 
Division had paid to the present 
Board of Admiralty, and also to past 
Boards, and some of the detailed 
criticism, might have been reserved for 
the Committee stage on the Estimates. 
At this particular stage hon. Members 
who did not represent dockyard constitu- 
encies, or any trade interest, might be 
given the opportunity of dealing with the 
question of the Navy from the standpoint 
of the country. The hon. Member for 
Tynemouth quoted something which he 
himself said twelve months ago when the 
Estimates were under discussion. The 
hon. Member repeated what he ssid with 
fair accuracy, but he entirely lost the 
point of his argument. What he did a 
year ago was to point out that between 
1860 and 1885 there was no rise practically 
in the Navy Estimates, though these 
twenty-five years represented the period 
of the greatest commercial progress this 
country had ever seen. We did not add 
£1,000,000 to the cost of the Navy during 
that time. He pointed out further that 
in the succeeding period we had doubled, 
trebled, and quadrupled the cost of the 
Navy, though our commerce had not 
increased more than £1 per head. His 
point was that a strong Navy did not 
necessarily give us good commercial 
results. The Secretary to the Admiralty 
had stated that afternoon that the safety 
of our commerce depended entirely on 
the Navy in time of war. He would 
remind the House that we passed 
through critical times in the twenty-five 
years to which he had alluded, but 
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our commerce flourished all the time. 
There was the American Civil War 
accompanied by circumstances of great 
irritation against this country, and the 
great conflict between France and 
Germany, but our trade flourished all 
the time. Why was the country so 
prosperous? It was because there were 
gentlemen on the Treasury Bench 
who did not suggest the expenditure 
of another £1.000,000 on the Navy, 
and who appreciated that the real 
source of suecessful commerce was 
pational wealth and well being. His 
hen. friend the Member for the Shipley 
Division asked what the Budget had 
to do with the matter if the safety of 
the country was at stake. But was 
safety secured by this huge expenditure ? 
He failed to see how such a policy could 
be described as safe, if the country was 
being bled white by a reckless Government 
which asked for more than there was any 
necessity for. The House was greatly 
indebted to the hon. Member for Dundee 
for pointing out definitely what the Esti- 
mate exactly meant. The hon. Member 
put it moderately when he stated the 
sum was £42,000,000. He did not think 
there had ever been a period in the 
history of the country when such a huge 
payment could be so ill afforded as at 
present. The House would not realise 
what all this meant unless they tried to 
bring home to their minds the other 
burdens of the people at the present 
time. The whole burden estimated for by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer for 
Imperial purposes was £144,000,000, 
but this great sum did not include ex- 
penditure on capital account, so that the 
total amount of expenditure was 
£155,000,000. That was only one part 
of the burden that rested upon the 
people. Hewas informed that the 
burden of the rates amounted to 
£105,000,000 in 1902. 


*Mr. SPEAKER :¥The hon. Member 
must remember that at present he 
cen only discuss questions relating to the 
Navy Estimates. 


> Mr. LOUGH said he would obey that 
ruling. He only wished to point out in 
a sentence that the total expenditure of 
the country was £260,000,000. He pre- 
sumed he would be allowed to say that any 


Mr, Lough. 
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proposal to increase this large amount wag 
a serious responsibility for any Govern- 
ment toundertake. The Government were 
totally ignorant of the feeling of the 
country with regard to this matter. [Cries 
of “Oh.”] He was arguing that point, 
Hon. Members who had backed up this 
Government in all their extravagance 
might feel that the nation was periectly 
satisfied with any burden put upon it. 
But surely he was at liberty to take 
another view! The Government had dis- 
played no appreciation of the feeling of the 
country with regard to the serious burdens 
thrown upon it at the present time. Every 
man out of doors expressed the same 
opinion. The great national securities had 
fallen toa point never touched before since 
the wars of 1815, and there was every 
indication in the commercial world of great 
depression. Wages had decreased, the 
savings in savings banks had diminished, 
and simultaneously the price of bread 
and other great articles of consumption 
were going up. All this was owing to the 
vast expenditure of the Government, of 
which the Navy Estimates formed the 
largest item. The people of this country 
were suffering in a hundred ways of 
which hon. Members opposite did not 
appear to have the slightest knowledge. 
Yet the Government took no account of 
those things and were steadily increasing 
the expenditure. The state of Ireland 
wes perfectly shocking, the agricultural 
depression was particularly severe there. 
The wet season had affected all the crops 
on which the subsistence of the people 
depended, and in view of that surely 
the Government might have postponed 
many increased demands until they were 
in a better position to meet them. 

The explanations given by the Govern- 
ment on this occasion had been marked 
by an entirely novel feature. They had 
nowadopteda new standard of naval power 
different from the two-Power standard. 
For three or four years past hon. Mem- 
bers had unsuccessfully tried to elicit 
from the Government what standard 
they were aiming at, but had never been 
able to get any candid admissions. Now 
the cat had been let out of the bag, 
and they had had a _ statement of 
extreme significance. The two-Power 
standard was no longer to be applied to 
the general expenditure on the Navy— 
it was only to apply to battleships, 
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and not to cruisers, torpedo boats, and 
other vessels. This was a most important 
departure. The Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty had indistinctly alluded to the new 
standard as a sort of insurance on our 
commerce. He wanted to know what 
the rate of insurance was, and was there 
to be any definite relation between the 
expenditure and the alleged increase of 
commerce to which attention had been 
drawn. They had in recent years heard 
members of the Navy League speak of the 
naval expenditure being proportionate 
to the whole commerce of the country. 
What were the views of the Government 
on that point! Would the Secretary to 
the Admiralty define the position a little 
more closely and tell them to what 


extent he proposed to go. He had 
stated the whole value of our com- 
merce at  £1,200,100,000, and © had 


said that on such a vast trade we could 
well afford to pay insurance. He seemed 
to suggest that we should make the 
Navy strong enough to convoy our 
merchant ships to all parts of the world 
in time of war so that there could be no 
interference with commerce at all. That 
was a most absurd idea. Convoying 
would not be practicable at all to any 
considerable extent. This, at any rate, 
represented a startling change in their 
ideas as to what the strength of the 
Navy should be. A fundamental change 
was being made to the Navy standard, 
and the House was entitled to further ex- 
plenations. In 1883 our naval expendi- 
tur: represented 10°4 millions while the 
two greatest naval Powers on the Con- 
tinent spent £14,000,000, in 1893 we spent 
14°3\ millions against their £18,000,000, 
but last year we spent 34°5 millions, 
while they only expended £25,000,000, 
so that we far exceeded their standard. 
These figures prove that ten and twenty 
veirs ago we had a perfectly clear idea of 
what the two-Power standard meant. It 
meint that the total expenditure of this 
country should be a little less than that 
o the two next countries with the largest 
navies, but during the last few years this 
interpretation has been entirely aban- 
doned. How much further did the Govern- 
mnt propose to go? What did the new 
s‘andard which they hudinvented mean ? 
One hon. Member had told them that it 
would involve the building of 160 new 
tirst class cruisers. Did the Government 


{29 Fepruary 1904} 


(Navy Estimates). 1330 


assent to that? Surely they ought to 
have a more complete definition of the 
new standard. 


The Estimates filled him with alarm. 
The country was never so_ ill- 
equipped to bear so heavy a burden. 
He had put down an Amendment 
which he knew, by the Rules of the 
House, that he could not take the opinion 
of hon. Members upon. It directed 
attention to one particular form of ex- 
travagant expenditure—that was the 
expenditure on capital account in the 
Estimates. A Committee was appointed 
a year ago to deal with the question of 
national expenditure, and it made a 
Report showing how the growth of the 
expenditure on capital account had in- 
creased from £40,000 in 1883 to 9-4 
millions in the current year. This con- 
stituted one of the most serious sources 
of extravagance in the administration of 
the affairs of the country. Expenditure 
on capital account meant that instead of 
paying for the service of the year out of 
the taxes of the year according to old 
financial traditions, recourse was had to 
borrowing. He might mention that in 
connection with the Navy there was no 
expenditure on capital account in 1883, 
but in 1893 1°4 mijlions wasspent on that 
account and this year the total was 4°1 
millions. That was an extraordinary and 
alarming growth, and unfortunately every 
public Department was going on the same 
lines, even the Post Office had spent 
£600,000 on capital account. This 
growth of expenditure was creating 
difficulties; the borrowing was coming 
home to roost; the interest was becom- 
ing heavy, and the Government were 
feeling the difficulties of a system under 
which there could be no clear state- 
ment of annual expenditure, and economi- 
cal finance was prejudiced. Let the 
Secretary to the Admiralty inaugurate 
his period of office by putting a check 
on this bad system of borrowing money 
for naval work so that if the nation 
were extravagant it might at least pay 
its way. 


*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS said the 
hon. Member for West Islington had 
stated that the people of this country 
were averse to expenditure on the 
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Navy. Ii he meant it as a matter 
on which he was prepared to take the 
decision of the country, he ventured to 
say that any Member on the Government 
side of the House, if the issue of an 
election were limited to that, was, to use 
a vulgarism ‘prepared to take him on.” 
However much the country and House 
disliked large figures, they approached 
this matter of the Navy as 
necessity, and as one that had to be faced. 
There was one matter which he desired 
to suggest to the Secretary to the 
Admiralty. It was a matter of general 


Supply 


importance in their naval system, and | 


that was the use of electricity on ships of 
war. Last summer he was on board 
one of His Majesty’s ships of war, and 


was struck bythe absence of electric 
appliances. There was no telephone 
aboard, and during hot weather the 


only cooling apparatus was a system 
of pumping of air by steam engines, 
which made it hot air. The same 
afternoon he went on board an Ameri- 
can flag-ship, and the whole vessel was 
supplied with electric appliances and 
apparatus, which made it very cool and 
very agreeable. It might be that in our 
Navy electricity was not used because 
it was thought to be dangerous; but 
perhaps the hon. Gentleman would tell 
him whether there was any well-con- 
sidered plan upon which they acted. 
Another matter which he thought should 
be cleared up had relation to the 
officers of the Royal Naval Reserve. 
He had seen it stated in a newspaper 
that no less than 340 lieutenants in 
the Royal Naval Reserve had abso- 
lutely no qualifications for that rank 
beyond the fact that they had done 
their driils on one of the stationary 
drill ships. He did not make that 
statement with any intention to throw 
aspersions on the efficiency of the 
officers; but he mentioned it because 
it had been stated in a public news- 
paper, and he thought it desirable 
that some notice should be taken of it 
in the House. One of the most im- 
portant; matters, he apprehended, in the 
supply of their naval needs was the 
question of the supply of stokers. It 
was satisfactory to revert to the State- 
ment of the First Lord of the Admiralty 
that, as far as the Royal Fleet Reserve 
went, it was certain that the whole number 


Mr. Reginald Lucas. 
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of 625 stokers would have been enlisted be- 
fore the end of the present financial year: 
The question of stokers was a most 
important one, and it was satisfactory to 
know that the calculations of the Govern- 
ment were working out so well. 


Of late years many Members had ad- 
versely criticised the shooting in the 
Navy, and it becamea duty, therefore, as 
well asa pleasure, to make public acknow- 
ledgment of the improvement that had 


taken place. He thought praise was due to 


Lord Charles Beresford for what he had 
achieved in his own squadron, and as far 
as he was able to judge a similar im- 
provement was noticeable in the Medi- 


'terranean Fleet and throughout the Navy 


generally. Incidentally he thought they 
should recognise a very creditable piece 
of seamanship recorded last autumn in the 
squadron under the command of Lord 
Charles Beresford in the case of His 
Majesty’s ship “‘ Prince George.” He saw 
that vessel in dock, and even a landsman 
could recognise the imminent peril in 
which the ship was placed and appreciate 
the extraordinary state of efficiency in 
which the crew must have been to have 
avoided disaster. He thought Parliament 
ought to be ready to recognise such 
obvious efficiency. Another point in re- 
gard to which he was not so sure they 
might rest contented was in the matter of 
guns. This question was raised last year 
principally in connection with the 
“County” class of cruisers. Inthe newer 
ships of that class bigger guns had beea 
put in, but, ashe read “he present Minute, 
the secondary armament of our newest 
battleships was not as good, or as big, or as 
efficient as that which was being put in 
the newest battleships of the German 
Navy. Inthe new German ships, of which 
one was laid down last year and two were 
to be laid down this year, the smallest 
calibre of gun, 6°7, had been increased to 
8°2, whereas in our “ King Edward ” class 
beyond our 9-in. guns we had nothing but 
6-in. Hedid not say this was wrong, but 
he thought it would be satisfactory if 
the Secretary to the Admiralty would 
give the House some information and 
tell them whether the Admiralty were 
satisfied that the requirements of the 
situation were being met. The Member 
for Shipley was inclined to find feult 
with the dockyard Members for raising 
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dockyard questions. If he were a 
dockyard Member he would have more 
sympathy with them. 


He must be permitted to refer to 
one point which was in the Memo- 
randum. The scale of pensions for 
the widows of seamen killed or 
drowned on duty had been raised and 
now corresponded to that for which pro- 
vision was made from naval funds for 
widows of men killed in warlike 
operations. He did not propose to 
enlarge on that question now as he did 
last year. Without going into the matter 
he desired to ask, as had often been done 
before, whether the Admiralty had any 
intention of taking overthe whole of this 
charge. Reference had been made to 
the dockyard question. There were 
many points which it seemed to be his 
duty to bring before the House, but for 
obvious reasons he could not do so. He 
suggested that what had been done in 
previous years should again be done, viz., 
that there should be a private conference 
between the representatives of the Ad- 
miralty and the Members particularly 
concerned. The points at issue could 
then be threshed out more effectively 
than in open debate, and the time and 
attention of the House generally would 
not be taken up by these matters of purely 
Departmental concern, 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) thought 
it was time to ask when this gigantic 
expenditure was going to cease. About 
ten years ago the Navy Estimates were 
£19,000,000; they were now £36,000,000, 
He contended that the rate of increase 
was greater than was required to keep 
up to the two-Power standard. It had 
been suid that it was difficult for England 
to bear the heavy burden of taxation 
necessitatedjby the enormous expenditure, 
but the argument applied with ten-fold 
force to Ireland, it being a purely agricul- 
tural country, and having to beara share 
of the burden much greater than her proper 
proportion. England and her colonies 
were greatly interested in the protection 
of their commerce, but Ireland had no 
commerce to protect, and she received 
absolutely no benefit from all this expen- 
diture. Large sums out of the money 
voted for the Navy were expended at 
Woolwich, Portsmouth, and similar places, 
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but Treland received practically nothing. 
In this as in all other respects she was 
treated in the most niggardly and cheese- 
paring way. For years her representa- 
tives had asked for a couple of gunboats 
for the protection of her fisheries, ind, 
although such boats had been provided 
for the Scotch fisheries, Ireland had had 
to go without, so far as the Admiralty 
were concerned, and the cost of patrolling 
the coasts had had to be borne by the 
Trish Fisheries Board. It was probably 
not much use calling attention to par- 
ticular cases, but as an illustration of the 
manner in which Ireland was treated by 
the Admiralty he would refer to one 
instance. At Tramore, in county Water- 
ford, a large number of men had joined 
the Royal Naval Reserve. They were 
physically a fine body of men, and the 
Admiralty had been asked again and 
again to give the local authority some 
little assistance in the construction of a 
pier to facilitate landing and so on. The 
present Secretary of State for War, after 
inquiring into the matter, said the work 
was not absolutely necessary. Works, 
without being absolutely necessary, were 
often highly desirable, and even from the 
naval point of view the construction of 
this pier would have resulted in much 
good to the service in which the Admir- 
alty were interested. This was a small 
matter from an Imperial point of view, 
but it was of considerable importance to 
the people concerned, and it was an 
exemplification of the beggarly way in 
which Ireland was treated in connection 
with the naval expenditure. Much was 
not asked, but it was desired that local 
effort should be supplemented, and doubt- 
less, if the pier was constructed, the 
Admiralty would not hesitate to take 
advante@ge of the work towards the con- 
struction of which they had not had the 
decency to contribute. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said it was only by 
leave of the House he could again speak, 
but it would probably be to the general 
convenience that he should answer certain 
Questions which had been addressed to 
him. He assured the hon. Member for 
Kast Waterford that it was the desire of 
the Admiralty to spend proportionally as 
much money in Ireland as in the rest of 
the United Kingdom so far as the interests 
of the Navy would allow. The Admiralty 
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fully sympathised with the attitude taken | contractors would be held responsible. 


up by the hon. Member with regard to | 
the pier at Tramore and the provision of | 


a gunboat for the protection of fisheries, 
but such matters could not be dealt with 
out of naval funds. In no case did the 
Admiralty expend money on the con- 
struction of private piers. If, however, 
piers were constructed in private or 
public harbours by private money there 
were occasions when the Admiralty paid 
for the use of them, and in that way 
assisted the local authorities. Nor did 
the Admiralty supply boats for the pro- 
tection of fisheries within the three-mile 
limit. That was the duty of the Fisheries 
Board, to whom hon. Members should 
direct their application. As to the 
expenditure of Navy funds on construc- 
tion and repairs, a considerable sum 


was spent in the North of Ireland, 
and a not inconsiderable amount 
at Haulbowline, while during the 


past year three ships had been sent 
to the Channel Docks situated in the 
neighbourhood of Cork. 

With regard to the complaint that 
three new ships had been laid down 
in dockyards instead of in private yards, 
it was of course the fact that the armour 
would be constructed by private firms 
whether the ships were constructed in the 
Government yards or in private yards. 
The total of new construction for 1904-5 
sent to private yards would exceed 
that of the past year by some- 
thing like £1,000,000, so that private 
yards might expect to obtain a full share 
of the work. The hon. Member for 
Devonport had referred to two matters— 
the armour-plate of the “Prince of 
Wales” and the sighting of the 
“Centurion’s” guns. The armour-plate 
of the “Prince of Wales” was #12-inch 
plate, and at present there was a crack 
and scaling of the surface of the plate 
tothe depth of j-inch. It wes impossible 
to doctor a plate, so that either the 
plate must remain in situ or be removed 
altogether and be replaced, and as the 
latter was a very expensive business in- 
volving great delay in the completion of 
the vessel, it ought not t» be undertaken 
unless it was absolutely necessary. At 
present the defects did not justify the 
removal of the plate, but if they developed 
so as to endanger the security of the 
guns, action would be taken and the 


Mr, Pretyman, 


The cause of the defect was obscure, as 
the plate had been manufactured by the 


| processes which had been uniformly 


successful in other cases, As to the 
“‘Centurion’s” sights, these were turret 
sights attached to the mountings and not 
to the guns. The point of greatest 
importance in a sight was that it should 
be accurately attached, and that was 
where the “Centurion’s” sights had 
always been defective, owing not to any 
defect in the sight itself, but to the 
character of the gun-mounting, which'was 
now obsolete. In these particular 
mountings the attachment had to run in 
and out with the gun, with the result 
that the attachment was extraordinarily 
difficult and it had never been thoroughly 
satisfactory. The “ Centurion,” however, 


made a very fair average practice 
on her two commissions; but on 
her return, the Admiralty, instead 


of neglecting the question, did what was 
possible to repair the defects. Messrs, 
Armstrong were commissioned to devise 
a satisfactory attachment for this par- 
ticular mounting. After a few months 
Armstrongs, with the assistance and 
advice of the gunnery experts of the 
Admiralty, produced an attachment 
which was an improvement on the old one, 
with which fair shooting had previously 
been made. That was the attachment with 
which with the “Centurion” had gone out, 
but it was not perfect; and he could not 
hold out hope that it would be possible to 
make an absolutely perfect attachment for 
that form of mounting. As very fair 
shooting was made with the old attach- 
ment and this was a better one, he did 
not think there was any very serious 
defect to be apprehended. The attach- 
ment not being absolutely perfect re- 
quired that in laying the gun the last 
motion should be one of elevation. It, 
of course, needed a little handling on 
the part of the men; but the practice 
made with the gun was little inferior to 
that made with the other guns. The 
Admiralty had done all they could in 
the particular circumstances of the case, 
and Armstrongs had been asked to make 
a further attempt to secure a_ better 
attachment to the gun. 

In reply tothe question put by the hon. 
Member for the Shipley division, the re 
duction in the number of boys to be 
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entered next year was because the rate of 
increase in men for the personnel of the 
Navy would now be reduced. They now 
entered boys only to make good the 
ordinary wastage, and to some extent the 
reduction had become "possible owing to 
the strengthening of the Reserves. 


Hon. Members who criticised the 
Admiralty for the size of the Esti- 
mates approached the question solely 
from a financial point of view. The 
hon. Member for West Islington practi- 
cally admitted that that was the only 
point of view from which he had 
attempted to consider or to study this 
question. He assured the hon. Member 
that had he approached the question 
not only from the financial, but also 
from the naval side as well, and had 
he devoted the same study to the naval 
side, he believed he would have taken 
the same view as the Admiralty that 
although the increases were large, not 
one of them was unnecessary. Although 
there had been much criticism which 
was fully justified from a purely financial 
standpoint, he wished to remind the 
House that that was not the only stand- 
point, and it was not the one from which 
the Admiralty looked at these Estimates. 
From no single hon. Member who had 
addressed the House on these Estimates 
had they received any suggestion by 
which any particular economy could be 
effected. 


Mr. LOUGH: Make a reduction of 
£5,000,000. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said there were only 
two ways in which a large economy 
could be carried out First, if a respon- 
sible Government were, under the 
authority of the country, to say that the 
two-Power standard should no longer be 
adopted. But he believed that if there 
was one thing which the country was 
determined upon it was that the Navy 
should be adequate to the Navies of any 
other two Powers. If this country were 
to be engaged in a struggle for existence 
and the Navy was not prepared, then 
the country would bitterly rue any false 
economy. If it were true that they were 
hot so prosperous as about four or five 
years ago, he did not see any adequate 
reason why the Navy Estimates should 


be reduced. To cut down the Navy 
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Estimates now would be doing some- 
thing on the same principle as if a large 
commercial firm were to say, “We have 
had a bad year, and we will not pay our 
fire insurance this year.” Was it con- 
ceivable that any business could be 


| conducted on those principles ? 


Mr. LOUGH: I don’t believe in fire 
insurance. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said that if the 
hon. Member’s premises were burnt down, 
he thought he would be in favour of fire 
insurance alter that. 


Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) asked if a 
saving could not be effected in regard to 
the ships which would have to be laid 
aside in the event of war and their crews 
transferred, 


*Mr. PRETYMAN admitted that there 
were still a certain number of sloops 
which would be perfectly useless in time 
of war; but those ships were doing duty 
absolutely necessary in time of peace, 
though it might be possible at some 
future period to design vessels which 
would serve some purpose in war better 
than the sloops referred to could. The 
second method of reducing expenditure to 
which he had referred would be if a 
responsible Government should be able to 
go tothe country and say that their expert 
advisers informed them that we could 
maintain the two-Power standard with 
fewer ships and less equipment. He did 
not believe the country would ever accept 
any amateur opinion upon the point. 
The country itself and the House were 
fully competent to judge whether or not 
the two-Power standard was sufficient, 
and that was a question easily understood. 


Mr. LOUGH: But you are going en- 
tirely beyond the two-Power standard. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said he did not 
admit that we were now going beyond 
the two-Power standard. He did not 
think the country would ever accept any 
opinion, as to what was or what was not 
sufficient in regard to the strength of the 
Navy, unless it was backed up by the 
opinion of the experts at the Admiralty. 
The hon. Member for Portsmouth had 
asked a Question about the secondary 
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armaments of the battleships of 
the “King Edward VII.” class, which 


were equipped with 6-inch guns, 
four 12-inch guns, and four 9:2 


guns. His hon. friend was of the opinion 
that the Admiralty might put in a larger 
number of 6-inch guns. The 6-inch guns 
which were being mounted in the ships of 
the “ King Edward VII.” class were a very 
powerful gun, and enormously superior to 
the 6-inch gun at present in the service, 
and it would not be possible to replace 
them with 7°5 guns without a complete 
re-design of the ships. With regard to the 
officers of the Royal Naval Reserve, a 
very large proportion of them were now 
going through training, and many of them 
had already received it. There were 
1,550 officers of the Royal Naval Reserve 
all told. He thought he had now dealt 
with all the principal Questions which had 
been raised in the debate, but if any 
minor points had been omitted he hoped 
the House would allow him to reply to 
them in Committee. 


Mr. O’MARA said he wished to 
thank the Secretary to the Admiralty 
for the fulness with which he had 
answered the various Questions which 
had been put to him. He wished, how- 
ever, to say that to those representing 
Ireland those answers were not satis- 
factory, more particularly in regard to the 
amount of money spent. He thought il 
Ireland returned Conservatives and 
Liberals to the House of Commons more 
money out of the Naval Estimates would 
be spent in Ireland. With regard to 
the fisheries off the coast of Ireland, 
he understood the hon. Member to 
promise that outside of the three-mile 
limit the fisheries would be carefully 
guarded. He inferred that that was the 
reply which had been given them, and he 
understood that in future a couple of gun- 
boats would be put there to protect the 
Irish fisheries outside the three-mile limit. 
The hon. Member representing the 
Admiralty had stated that they were all 

Mr. Dretyman. 
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anxious for economy, and that the English 
Members had not suggested any means 
of effecting economy in the Navy Estimate, 
in fact they had said that they were 
anxious to have a strong Navy. He did 
not care whether they had a strong or a 
weak Navy, but he thought an easy way 
for economising would be to adopt the 
policy suggested to the Russian Govern- 
ment by Lord Salisbury in regard to the 
building of battleships. Some of the 
Russian battleships had been disibled in 
Port Arthur, end therefore he did not see 
why this country should go on building 
more battleships at the present time 
Although two Chilian battleships had been 
bought, the naval programme had only 
been reduced by one battleship. He sug- 
gested to the Secretary to the Admiralty, 
in these very difficult times, when they 
were not advancing in prosperity or any- 
thing else, and when Ireland was suffering 
from very severe agricultural depression 
that £1,000,000 saving upon a battleship 
would be very acceptable both to this 
country and to Ireland. He would there- 
fore suggest that the Admiraliy should 
only put two battleships down next year 
instead of three. 

They had heard a lot about the 
Colonies during the recess, and they 
had been told that the colonial trade 
could only be carried on in time of war 
with the help of the Navy. The hon. 
Gentleman opposite had told them that 
the Navy was a sort of fire insurance up- 
on their trade and he was quite right. 
When he looked at this question from the 
point of view of Ireland, he could not 
help asking where was the oversea trade 
of Ireland? Foreign ships that came to 
Ireland were very few indeed and the 
oversea trade was very small, and for Ire- 
land to pay £2,000,000, which was her 
proportion of the expenses of the Navy 
every year, Was an insurance from Ireland 
which was an exceedingly large amount. 
In Canada the population was pretty 
Ireland 


nearly double what it was in 


[Cries of “No, no.”] There were over 
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6,000,000 people in Canada, and over 
4,000,000 in Ireland. 


Canada for a contribution towards the 
Navy and that it had been refused. He 
would like the Secretary to the Admiralty 
He thought 
Canada ought to contribute something 


tostate if that was the case. 


towards this fire insurance upon her 
trade, but Canada he understood had 
absolutely refused to share any of the 
responsibilities of Empire. Canada 
claimed all the advantages of Imperalism, 
but when they were asked to subscribe a 
few pounds to the Navy, towards the cost 
of which the people of Ireland had to put 
theirs hands deeply into their pockets, 
Why 


had Australia given an increased sub- 
vention to the Navy ? 


they refused to give a single cent. 


Was it purely 
for the love of the mother country ? 
Australia had agreed to pay £200,000 a 
year in future towards the Navy Esti- 
mates, but for this she got a guid proquoin 
the sending of extra vessels to guard her 
fisheries. An agreement had just been 
concluded with Australia under which 
she would get eight cruisers permanently 
in Australian waters for the protection of 
her trade for the payment of £200,000, a 
sum Which would not build a single third- 
class cruiser. He congratulated Australia 
upon her astute move, for the Imperialism 
she had displayed was a very good 
business asset. The Imperialism which 
Ireland had got cost them £2,000,000 per 
annum and they could not get even a 
torpedo boat or a submarine boat to look 
after their fisheries. Cape Colony contri- 
buted £50,000 and Natal £35,000 towards 
the Royal Navy, but did any hon. Member 
believe that this 
subscribed without those Colonies seeing 


money had _ been 


that they got a quid pro quo in return? 


He thought the business-like qualities of | 
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their fellow subjects in those Colonies 
who had made those good bargains, were 
to be highly recommended. But what 
good did that do to Ireland where they 
shared not the honours of Imperialism, 
The 


people of Ireland every year were get- 


but only in paying the taxes. 


ting poorer and poorer, and population 
was decreasing, and he should be a very 
unworthy representative of an Irish con- 
stituency if he did not protest and vote 
in the 


against this enormous increase 


Navy Estimates. 


*Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) said 
the hon. Member who had just spoken was 
under a misapprehension as to Scotland 
being better off than Ireland in regard to 
The 


patrolling done off the coast of Scotland 


the protection of her fisheries. 


was done by three boats, not of a very 
first-class character, which were paid for 
by the Fishery Board. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Iam 
afraid in that case the subject will not be 


relevant to the Navy Estimates. 


*Mr. AINSWORTH said the Secretary 
to the Admiralty had referred to the 
difficulty of finding any proper means of 
effecting economy in the Navy Estimates. 
The rule seemed to be that, as far as 
battleships were concerned, this country 
was bound to have as many as any other 
two Powers put together and as many 
cruisers as they might consider necessary 
When 
they got upon commercial questions their 


in order to guard our commerce. 


ideas were naturally drawn to other topics. 
Take for instance the trade of America, 
Supposing that trade was doubled — 
was that any reason why the number 
of cruisers should be increased. He con- 
tended that so long as we had free imports 
it would be to the interest of other nations 
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to protect our commerce, and that there- 
fore it was not necessary for us to spend 
these vast sums on our Navy. The 
Secretary to the Admiralty had drawn 
an analogy between a business firm 
insuring against fire and the Navy 
Estimates, but he should like to remind 
the hon. Member that in business no fire 
insurance company would allow a man 
to insure his property above its proper 
value. He wished to know whether in 
the future there was any possibility of 
the Secretary to the Admiralty realising 
that he was proposing now to spend more 
If he might follow 
out the analogy of fire insurance there 
the 
amount paid to an insurance company, 


than he would get. 


was one way of lessening 
and that was to provide against the 
risk of fire in other ways. If they did 
that they would find that the fire insur- 
ance company would not ask so high a 
premium as they had done before. He 
thought the Motion which had _ been 
moved would put it into the power of 
the Admiralty to decrease the risk with- 


out increasing the cost to the country. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) said the 
Secretary to the Admiralty had referred 
them to the Board of Agriculture in 
regard to the use of a gunboat. If the 
Board of Agriculture applied for the use 
of a gunboat would the Secretary to the 
Admiralty give a guarantee that the 
application would be acceded to in order 
that Irish fisheries might be properly 
protected ? 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) 
said he should like it made clear whether 
Canada did or did not contribute to the 
Navy. He understood that the reason 
given by Canada for not contributing to 
the Navy was that she was a Home 

Mr. Ainsworth. 
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Rule governing Colony, and that the 
Canadian Government insisted upon 
spending for this 


money purpose 


themselves. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said the answer to 
that Question would be that Canada was 
not represented in this House. With 
regard to the Question put by the hon. 
|Member for North Kerry he could not 
give any such undertaking. What he 
had said was that it was the duty of the 
Board of Agriculture to provide for the 
protection of the fisheries of Ireland 
within the three-mile limit. 


Mr. FLAVIN : Where are they going 
to get the gunboats ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN : 
that gunboats are required for that pur- 


I am not aware 


beni 
Mr. FLAVIN : Then give us anything. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said it was not the 
practice to use money voted for naval 
purposes for the protection of fisheries, 
and gunboats were not built for that 
purpose. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 5.) 
said he wished to correct the Secretary 
to the Admiralty upon a mere historic 
, point. The hon. Member had made the 
excuse that Canada did not contribute to 
the Navy because she was not repre- 
sented in the Imperial Parliament. 


Mr. PRETYMAN : No, I was asked a 
specific Question, and I gave a specific 
answer. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said that was 
the hon. Member’s specific excuse to a 
specific statement. He reminded the 
House that when Ireland had an Irish 
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Parliament, the first thing they did was | Britain were obliged topay millions. He 
to make a very large contribution to- | would suggest in Committee that some 
wards the Imperial Navy which was | attempt should be made to alter this. It 
intended to protect Irish trade, but| was perfect nonsense to talk about 
Ireland had not got any trade now. ‘thinking and speaking Imperially while 


| they were allowing the Colonies to escape 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND aid he with a perfectly ridiculous contribution. 
ate | They had had a mission to South Africa, 


_and perhaps the same statesman would be 
| willing to undertake a similar mission to 


ation te Ge wile cach | Australia with the idea of inducing the 
situation with respect to the Colonies. It | poapte ane ” hatp ihe meatier ay 
siiia: “hoi saeuiialies ten, ted aaa tiieies by putting down a little hard cash, which 
Y /seemed to be the last thing they were 
inclined to do. 


wished to give the Secretary to the 
Admiralty notice that in Committee he 
would take every opportunity of calling 


immense communities, many of them 
extremely wealthy, should be merely 
called upon to pay what, in view of the | 
Estimates generally, was a paltry sum, | The House divided :—Ayes, 144; Noes, 
while the people of Ireland and Great 70. (Division List No, 31.) 


AYES. 

Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Dickson, Charles Scott Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Arnold-Forster Rt.Hn. HughO. | Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C | Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Arrol, Sir William Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph _ ini 0 rg é 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers | ScnvonStaney, Col. W. (Selop 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin Kimber ” Henry 

Bailey, James (Walworth) Dyke, Rt Hon. Sir William Hart | maar an 7 Hon. Frederick W 
Bain, Colonel James Robert Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | = .~ . B sit ‘GI -, 
Balcarres, Lord Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. | Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 


ralfo - . , ne 4s : _ | Lawrence,SirJoseph (Monm’th) 
salfour, Cap. C. B. (Hornsey) | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne Lawrence, Wm. F§( Liverpool) 


Balfour Rt Hn. Gerald W Leeds | Flannery, Sir Fortescue : = 
Banbury, Sir Federick George | Flower, Sir Ernest Lawson,Jn. Grant (Yorks, N.R. 





ga ee : “ne Lee, Arthur H (Hants. Fareham 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. Forster, Henry William Hage Hr : 

Bignold, Arthur Foster, Philip 8. (Warwick,S.W. a 
Bigwood, James Fyler, John 4ethur le Rt Wait iB age Ls 
Bond, Edward Galloway, Wiiliam Johnson | Sonal le Joh — ny 8.) 
Brassey, Albert | Gardner, Ernest ie es o. c ah E. kd le 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick Luet ‘Col F ( a L a = 
Butcher, John George Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) psa Re ms ET ae m 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. | Gordon, Maj. E. (T’r Hamlets) | paneer W" H ( oes : 
Cavendish VC W. (Derbyshire) | Gore, Hon 8S. F. Ormsby-(Linc.) | ee a 
Chamberlain Rt.Hn.J.A.(Wore. | Gray, Ernest (West Ham) Maconochie, A. W. 
Chapman, Edward | Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury | M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Churchill, Winston Spencer _| Grenfell, William Henry | M’Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Clive, Captain Percy A. | Gretton, John | Majendie, James A. H. 

Coates, Edward Feetham | Greville, Hon. Ronald Martin, Richard Biddulph : 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Hare, Thomas Leigh Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) Milvain, Thomas ’ 

Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Harris, Dr. Fredk. R. (Dulwich) | Morgan, David J. Walthamstow 
Compton, Lord Alwyne | Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) | Morrison, James Archibald 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas | Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge Heaton, John Henniker | Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile | Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. Murray, Rt.Hn.A.Graham(Bute 
Cust, Henry John C, | Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside Nicholson, William Graham 
Dalkeith, Earl of | Houston, Robert Paterson Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles Howard, Jn. (Kent, Faversham | Percy, Earl 
Davenport, William Bromley | Hozier,Hon. James Henry Cecil | Plummer, Walter. R. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond Hunt, Rowland | Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
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Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Rasch, Sir Frederick Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley,Hon. M.W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley, S Forde (Bethnal Green 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Runciman, Walter 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 


Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) | 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
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Seely, Maj. J E B (Isle of Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward 'T. 


| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | 


Stanley,Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 





of the House. 


Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.Sir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn. E R. ( Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Mr. Ailwyn I’ellowes. 





Sandys, Lieut-Col. Thos. Myles 


Tufnell, Lieut.- Col. 


Edward 


NOES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William 
Cullinan, J. 
Delany, William 
Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. 


Joyce, Michael 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John 


M‘Crae, George 
Randal 
M‘Kean, John 


Q’ Dowd, John 


O’ Mara, James 
srampton 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
NAVY ESTIMATES, 1904-5. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That 131,100 men and boys be employed 
for the Sea and Coast Guard Services for 
the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1905, including 20,656 Royal Marines.” 


Committee report Progress; to sit again 
to-morrow. 


NEW BILL. 


COAL MINES (WEIGHING OF MINERALS). 


Bill to amend the provisions of The | 


Coal Mines Regulation Act, 1887, which 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’ Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


O’ Kelly, James (Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
toche, John 

tose, Charles Day 

Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel, Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Slack, John Bamford 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas David Alfred (Merthyr 
Toulmin, George 

Wason,John Catheart (Orkney) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Gordon Swift 


TELLERS FOR THE Nokrs— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’ Brien. 


O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


relate to the Weighing of Minerals, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Haldane, 
Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. Caldwell, Mr. John 
Wilson (Durham), Mr. William Abraham, 
Mr. Hatch, Mr. Ure, and Mr. Fenwick. 


COAL MINES (WEIGHING OF MINERALS) 
BILL. 

“To amend the provisions of the Coal 
Mines Regulation Act, 1887, which relate 
to the Weighing of Minerals,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Tuesday, 8th 
March, and to be printed. [Bill 103.] 


Adjourned at one minute after 
Twelve o'clock, 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 1st Murch, 1904. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRESTON AND LYTHAM TRAMWAYS 
AND TRAMROAD BILL [H.L.]. 

fead 2a, and committed. The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
ol Selection. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRANSVAAL. 


Further correspondence regarding the 
Transvaal labour question (in continua- 
tion of (Cd. 1899], February, 1904). 


ARMY (MILITIA TRAINING ESTABLISH- 
MENTS). 


Militia Training Return for 1903. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
Code of Regulations for Day Schools for 
1904. Presented (by Command), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


PIERS AND HARBOURS (PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS). 

teport by the Board of Trade of their 

proceedings under the General Pier and 

Harbour Act, 1861, and the General Pier 

and Harbour Act, 1861, Amendment Act. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899 (MOTHER- 
WELL AND BELLSHILL RAILWAY 
(ABANDONMENT) ORDER). 


Report by the Board of Trade respecting 
the above Provisional Order and the 
objects thereof. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


NEWCASTLE CHAPTER (AMENDMENT) 
BILL [(H.L.] 


Read 3a (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


House adjourned at half-past Four 
o'clock, to Thursday next, 


half-past Ten o’clock. } 


VOL. CXXX. [FourrH Series. } 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 1st March, 1904. 


The House met at Two of the Clo-k. 


KING’S SPEECH (ANSWER TO 
ADDRESS). 

The Comptroller of the Household 
reported His Majesty’s Answer to tie 
Address, as followeth :— 

“T have received with great satisfac- 
tien the loyal and dutiful expression of 
your thanks for the Speech with which I 
have opened the present session of 
Parliament.” 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
62 has been complied with, viz. :— 
London Port and Docks Bill. Ordered, 
That the Bill be read a second time. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order 63 has been complied with, viz. :— 
Amersham, Beaconsfield, and District 
Water Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be 
read a second time. 


Southend Water Bill. Read the third 
time, and passed. 

Clyde Navigation (Works) Bill; 
London and India Docks Company Bill: 
London and North Western Railway Bill ; 
Saddleworth and Springhead Tramways 
(Abandonment) Bill. Read a second time, 

| and committed. 

| Gas Light and Coke and other Gas 
|Companies Acts Amendment Bill (br 
| Order), Order for Second Reading read, 
jand discharged. Bill withdrawn.—(.1/r. 
| Caldwell.) 

2Z 
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PETITIONS. EDINBURGH MUSEUM OF SCIENCE AND 

ART. 
BEERHOUSES Copy presented, of Report by the 


Petition from Newport (Monmouth- 
shire), for alteration of Law; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LICENCES (RENEWAL). 
Petitions against alteration of Law; 
from Kirkdale (two); Port Talbot; 
St. Albans; Darwen; Newport (Fife); 
Stoke Newington; High Green ; Sheffield ; 
Bexley Heath; Blyton cum Wharton; 


Keighley; Maybole and Crosshill; Lon- 
don; Billingshurst; Dewsbury; Ewell; 
Guildford; Earlsfield; Love Clough; 


Lespit Hall; Crawshawbooth; Leicester ; 
Beatood; Brierfield; Briercliffe; Mid- 
diesbrough; Bath; Aylsham; and Man- 
chester; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
LAND REGISTRY (NEW BUILDINGS) 
ACT, 1900. 

Account presented, showing the Money 
issued from the Consolidated Fund, under 
the provisions of the Land Registry (New 
Buildings) Act, 1900, and of the Ex- 
penditure; the Money expended and 
borrowed and the Securities created under 
the said Act, for the period ended the 
3lst March, 1903; together with the Re- 
port of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
(yeneral thereon [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 80.] 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) CODE (1904). 

Copy presented, of Code of Regula- 
tions for Day Schools, 1904, with Ap- 
pendices [by Command]; tolie upon the 
Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Return showing the 
Expenditure from the Grant for Public 
Education in Scotland in the year 1903, 
with Statistics [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL 
REPORT). 

Copy presented, of General Report by 
the Chief Inspector of the Northern 
Division of Scotland for the year 1903 
{by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Director on the Edinburgh Museum of 
Science and Art for the year 1903 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


COLONIES (GENERAL). 

Copy presented, of Papers relating to 
the proposed adoption of a Metric System 
of Weights and Measures for use within 
the Empire [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


TRANSVAAL. 


Copy presented, of Further Correspon- 
dence regarding the Transvaal Labour 
Question [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
3123 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


ARMY (MILITIA TRAINING ESTABLISH- 
MENTS). 
Copy presented, of the Militia Train- 
ing Return, 1903 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Carriage of Early Potatoes from Kerry. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he is now ina 
position to state what special arrange- 
ments for the carriage of early potatoes 
from Cahirciveen and other parts of 
Kerry have been made with the railway 
company by the Congested Districts Board 
and the Department of Agriculture. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
rates given by the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Company for new 
potatoes (packed) in casks, barrels. 
hampers, or peds, by goods train service 
with Kingsbridge Station, Dublin, are— 
From Cahirciveen 19s, 10d. a ton, Valentia 
Harbour 20s. 1d., Skibbereen 21s. 7d., 
Bantry 21s. 9d., Clonakilty 20s. 5d.,Durrus 





Road 21s. 9d. These are the same as 
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Questions. 


the rates given last year. The Depart- 

ment is in communication with the com- 

pany with a view to obtain a continuance | 
of similar concessions as regards the | 
rates from some other stations, viz., | 
Tralee, Ardfert, Miltown-Malbay, and 
Ennistymon. There is also a special | 
rate in force of 18s. a ton from Clonakilty | 
to Liverpool via steamer from Cork port. | 
The agricultural business of the Congested | 
Districts Board has been transferred to | 


the new Department. 


Cypher Telegrams from Macedonia. | 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- | 
shire, Stroud) : To ask the Under-Secre- | 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
the European assessors in Macedonia are 
permitted or forbidden by the Turkish 
authorities to send telegrams in cypher. | 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) The foreign 
assessors In Macedonia are permitted to 
send telegrams in cypher. 
difficulty arose in consequence of an 
existing regulation that only foreign 
representatives in Turkey are allowed to 


telegraph in cypher: but the assessors | 


freed from all restrictions in this 
respect when the matter was represented 
to the Porte. 


were 


Landing of British Subjects in America. 


Mx. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley): | 


‘To ask the Under-Secretary of State for | 
Foreign Affairs if he will make inquiries | 
» the British Consul at New York with | 
respect to two British subjects, John | 
Atkinson Wright and Robert Atkinson | 
Wright, both of Bradford, Yorks, who | 
landed at New York from the White Star | 
s.s. “Cymric,” on the 17th of January 
last, and after being detained by the | 
American authorities on the charge of 
having broken the contract laws, were | 
finally sent back to England, although 
they had not entered into any illegal 
labour contract ; whether there is usually | 
«ny representative from the British Con- 
culate present to give assistance to 
British subjects on their landing ; and, if 
there is not, will he inquire into the 
desirability of such a course. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) We have no 
iormation about this case, but His 
Majesty’s Consul-General at New York 
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| say 


A temporary | 


| Under the 
| approximate expenditure for 1903-4 will 
| be £3,600,000. 
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(Juesitons. 


will be instructed to furnish a report. 
Inquiry will at the same time be made as 
to the assistance given to British subjects 
on landing at New York. 


The Pyx Chapel. 
Str BENJAMIN STONE (Birmingham, 
To ask the hon. Member for the 
Chorley Division, as representing the 
First Commissioner of Works, if he will 
what are the intentions of the 
Government as to the future use or 


| disposal of the Pyx Chapel, now that it 


is no longer occupied by a Department of 
the Government; and is it contemplated 
making any alterations which will inter- 


| fere with its venerable and architectural 


character. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) The First 
Commissioner 0 Works is anxious to give 
effect to the assurances of his predecessor 
by giving the public reasonable facilities 
|of admission to the Pyx Chapel. In 
order to do this it will be necessary to 
light the chapel: it is proposed to do so 
by means of plain standards with electric 
| light, so as to avoid any injury to the 
|ancient walls and vaulted roof. The 

greatest care is being taken not to make 
| any alterations which might interfere with 
| the architecture. 


Expenditure under The Military and 
Naval Works Acts. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer if he can 
state approximately the expenditure 
under the Military Works Acts and 
Naval Works Acts in the current financial 
year. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chainberlain.) 
Military Works Acts, the 


Under the Naval Works 
Acts, as stated by the Secretary to the 
Admiralty yesterday in reply to the hon. 
Member for Exeter?, the approximate 
expenditure for 1903-4 will be £3,493,500. 


The Budget. 
Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, S.): To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 


+ See page 1214. 
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he proposes to suspend the operation of 
the Sinking Fund in the next Budget. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Iam not prepared to anticipate the 
Budget discussions. 


Crystal Palace Gas Bill. 

Mr. RITCHIE (Croydon): To ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
his attention has been called toa Bill 
promoted by the Crystal Palace District 
Gas Company; and whether, having 
regard to the expense to which the local 
authorities were put last session in con- 
nection with a similar Bill, and to the 
fact that a Departmental Committee of 
the Board has been appointed to investi- 
gate the questions dealt with in the Bill, 
he proposes to object to it being allowed 
to proceed this session. 


"(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) | 
have intimated te the promoters that, if 
the Bill is proceeded with before the 
Departmental Committee have made 
their Report, I shall move an instruction 
to the Committee of this House to omit 
the clauses relating to illuminating 
power, power testing, and price of gas. 


Closing of St. Nicholas Schools, 
Whitehaven. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): To 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Educa- 
tion what steps the Board have taken 
in the matter of the closing of the St. 
Nicholas Schools, Whitehaven, on 


February 22nd and 23rd, by the vicar | 


of the parish, without consultation with 
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writing to the local educational authority 
and the managers to the above effect. 


Promotion in the Telegraph Department, 
Glasgow. 

Mr. JOHN WILSON (Glasgow, St. 
Rollox): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether, in view of the fact that vacancies 
exist in the clerks’ class and supervising 
classes in the Telegraph Department, 
Glasgow, and of the dearth of promotion, 
he will announce the appointments as 
soon as possible. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The post- 
master’s recommendations are under 
consideration, and my decision will, I 
hope, be announced in a day or two. 


Service at Queensferry. 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): To ask 
the Secretary for Scotland whether his 
attention has been called to the numerous 
complaints as to the service given at 
Queensferry; and. if so, will he take 
steps to secure that the services are 
performed in accordance with statute. 


(Answered by Mr. A.Greham Murray.) | 
am aware of one complaint as to the 
adequacy of the Sunday service. The 
railway company maintain that they 
fulfil the statutory requirements. The 
matter is not one for the action of the 
Secretary for Scotland who has no title 
to apply toa Court of Law by whom alone 
the question can be decided. 


the other managers of the school or with | 


some of them; and what steps the Board 


proposes to take to provide against a | 


second such closing of the school. 


(Answered hy Sir William Anson.) The 
remedy for the action of the vicar lies 
with the local education authority, for 
it is the duty of the managers, under 
Section 7 (1) (a) of the Act, to carry out 
the instructions of the local authority as 
to the times for closing the school; 
and by failing to perform this duty the 
managers are endangering the  con- 


Roman Catholic Prayers at Lectures 
for Teachers. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
| national school teachers of Drimoleague, 
‘county Cork, of all denominations are 
attending lectures in needlework, arranged 
| by the National Board, and held at the 
Convent, Skibbereen, and that at the 
lecture held on the 20th February last, 
Roman Catholic prayers were gone 
through in the middle of the lecture 








tinued maintenance of the school. It | without an opportunity being given for 
lies with the managers to prevent their | those of a different faith to retire; and. 
chairman from acting without consulta- | jf so, will he say if this is in accordance 
tion with themselves, The Board are| with the rules of the National Board 
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and, if not, will he give instructions for 
the practice to be discontinued. 


(Answered by Mr, Wyndham.) T am 
informed by the Commissioners of 
National Education that a needlework 
conference was held on the date mentioned 
at the Skibbereen Convent National 
School. A short prayer was recited 
during the conference, but an intimation 
of the fact was given beforehand so that 
those present of a _ different faith 
might have an opportunity of retiring. 


Officers’ Furniture. 


Mason JAMESON (Clare, W.): To) 


ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the fact that under 
Army Order No. 3, of January, 1903, 
officers on joining were to have furniture 
for their quarters consisting of one bed, 
one table, one chest of drawers, one chair, 
und one washstand supplied free, he will 


explain why they are now to be charged | 


£1 10s. a year for the same; and why 


officers who already have their own furni- | 
ture are to be compelled to take the | 


(Government furniture as well at this 
rental charge of £1 10s. per annum, and 
field officers are to be compelled to take 
two extra chairs and a bookshelf at a 
further rental charge of £1 10s. a year. 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The hon. and gallant Member 
has been misinformed as to the terms of 
the Army Order quoted. The list of 
articles supplied is much larger than that 
stated in the Question, and the payment 
of about 30s. a year (Jd. a day) is made 
in respect of ordinary depreciation and re- 
placement ; in the case of field officers the 
extra charge is made as complete furniture 
is supplied for two rooms. Officers in 
possession of furniture and occupying 
quarters furnished at the public expense 
can sell their own furniture to Govern. 
ment at a fair independent valuation. It 
is admitted that this may press hardly in 
some cases, but in view of the great object 
of reducing officers’ expenses generally, it 
was held to be essential that a uniform 
system be adopted. It must be remem- 


bered that some extra expenses in con- | 
nection with movements from station to | 


station are saved. 
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| Army Contracts for Stable Fitments. 
Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Secretary o/ 
| State for War whether he can say if the 
‘contract for stable fitments has been 
| closed yet; and, if so, will he give the 
‘names of those who tendered. together 
| with the successful firm 
| (Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold 
| Forster.) The contract in question has 
| been settled. It is not the practice of 
|the War Department to publish the 
| particulars asked for in the latter part of 
| the Question, and I am afraid, therefore, 
| that I am not in a position to give my 
hon. friend the information he requires. 


Army Supplementary Estimates—Pay- 


ment of War Compensation 

|” Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 
'To ask the Secretary of State for War 
'whether the £600,000 in the Army 
|Supplementary Estimate is to be paid 
'to the Governments of the Transvaal 
-and Orange River Colony, or to whom ; 
nd for what purpose is this compensa- 
| tion to be paid. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretaru Arnolid- 
| Forster.) As already expliined in debate 
/on the Army Supplementary Estimate, 
| £300,000 of the amount is a payment to 
'the Governments of the Transvaal and 
| Orange River Colony, and forms part of 
the sum of £3,000,000 which His Majesty’s 

Government agreed should be paid on 
the understanding that the civil authori- 
| ties would take over all outstanding 
'claims in respect of requisition notes for 
| supplies, horses, stores, &c., taken during 
the war from the inhabitants of the 
Transvaal and Orange River Colony. 
| £100,000 represents the amount paid by 
the military authorities to inhabitants of 
the Transvaal and Orange River Colony 
in respect of similar claims in 1902-3, 
| but which could not be charged to that 
| year owing to proof of payment not then 
‘being forthcoming. The balance of 
| £200,000 represents similar claims in 
| Cape Colony which, it was thought, would 
have been adjudicated upon and paid/in 
1902-3. 
| 
| Current expenditure under the Military 
Works Act. 

Mr. BUCHANAN: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he will 
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state what is the amount that will be 
spent by the 3lst March of the present 
year under the Military Works Act. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.: It is estimated that the expen- 
diture will be about £3,600,000. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Transvaal Labour Ordinance. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether, seeing 
that Chinese labourers in the Transvaal 
will be excluded by the Ordinance re- 
cently passed from the benefits of The 
Transvaal Masters’ and Servants’ Law, 
1880, he will take steps to embody in the 
regulations about to be framed those 
parts of that law which are applicable, and 
especially the sections empowering a 
Court tu set aside a contract of service 
upon reasonable proof that one of the 
parties was induced to enter into the same 
by fraud, misrepresentation, or conceal- 
ment, securing to a labourer incapacitated 
by sickness his full wages for the first 
month of sickness, and in the event of the 
death of a labourer securing to his heirs 
or legal representatives any wages that 
may be owing to him. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. Lytre.ton, Warwickand 
Leamington): As at present advised, in 
cases where free hospital accommodation is 
granted I doubt the equity of the second 
point suggested by the hon. Member, and 
the first and third points will, I believe. 
be secured by the existing law. I will 
take legal advice on the subject and the 
suggestion will he carefully considered. 


China and the Transvaal Labour 
Ordinance. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he will present to the House at 
an early date a report of the proceedings 
at the recent conference between repre- 
sentatives of the Foreign and Colonial 
Offices and the Chinese Minister. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : Lam not prepared 


to do this during the progress of 
negotiations. The House, will, of course, _ 


be informed of the result, 
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Unskilled White Labour in the Transvaal. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he will include in the information 
as to the number of British workmen em- 
ployed in the Transvaal, which he is 
about to ask Lord Milner to furnish, a 
statement showing how many of these 
workmen, and of Europeans of other 


‘nationalities, are employed in unskilled 


labour, which before the war used to be 
generally performed by Kaffirs, in the 
crushing mills on the Rand, and in other 
departments of the gold-mining industry. 


*Mr LYTTELTON : Yes, Sir. 


Income-Tax. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I beg toask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he proposes to arrange for the appointment 
of the Select Committee of this House, 
contemplated by his predecessor, to in- 
quire into matters connected with the 
incidence and collection of the income- 
tax ; and, if so, whether the reference to 
such Committee would include an in- 
quiry into the practicability of a further 
graduation of the income-tax above the 
present limit of £700. 


Masor EVANS-GORDON = (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): At the same time 
may I ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he intends to act upon 
the suggestion made by his predecessor, 
and institute an inquiry into the method 
of assessing and collecting the income-tax, 
with a view to prevent evasion, which it 
is believed takes place under the existing 
system. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.) : 1 am considering the 
advisability of appointing a Departmental 
Committee to inquire into the question 
of evasion and certain other matters con- 
nected with the income-tax, but I am not 
yet in a position to make a definite state- 
ment on the subject. The subject of 
graduation would not be included in the 
scope of the inquiry which I contemplate. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Will it be a Select Committee of this 
House ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No, 
it will be Departmental, though not 





ris 
de 
to 


th 


as 





16 


al 


n- 








1361 (Questions. 


necessarily composed wholly of Depart- 
mental officials. 


American Mail Delays. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee) : I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
is aware that on several occasions since 
the beginning of November the American 
mails, made up on Wednesday in London, 
have not been delivered in New York 
before the Saturday of the following 
week, being the same day on which the 
mails leaving Liverpool on Saturday 
arrive, so that the advantage of a mid- 
week mail has been lost ; and, if so, will 
he state whether this is in consequence of 
slow boats being employed for the mid- 
week mails, contrary to the arrangement 
with the contractors ; and, if so, whether 
he will call their attention to the terms 
of their contract. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
STANLEY, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
On three occasions since the begin- 
ning of November mails despatched 
from London on a Wednesday have not 
heen delivered in New York until 
Saturday of the following week ; but the 
advantage of a mid-week despatch was 
not lost, as supposed, as the correspond- 
ing Saturday despatch did not reach 
New York till the Monday on two of 
those occasions, and ten or twelve hours 
later than the mid-week mail on the 
third occasion. The contractors have 
merely used their right to withdraw their 
faster steamers for overhaul, and employ 
slower ones. A provision in the con- 
tract enables me, when boats below a 
certain speed are employed, to send the 
mails by another route, when there is an 
advantage to be gained; and it has 
already been arranged to take advantage 
of the Southampton route on the 2nd and 
9th of March, when the White Star 
Company will again not have one of 
their fastest steamers at their disposal. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N.): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that these 
delays would be avoided if the Queens- 
town route were used ? 


Lorp STANLEY: On the contrary, 
they occur because that route is used. 


Railway Goods Rates in Ireland. 
Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether the De- 
partment of Agriculture is aware of the 
higher rates charged by the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Company 
for the carriage of goods to Killarney 
over Tralee, though Tralee is twenty 
miles further; and if the Department 
propose to take any steps to regulate 
such charges. 


Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAD (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): No com- 
plaints have been received by the 
Department in this matter. Any specific 
representations that may be made to it 
will be duly inquired into. 


Mr. MURPHY: MayTI point out to 
the right hon. Gentleman that I called 
attention to this particular matter twelve 
months ago.t Surely the Department 
ought to have taken the matter up ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM : Those who have 
local knowledge of the facts should make 
specific representations to the Depart- 
ment. I have no local knowledge. 


Mr. MURPHY: I have. If I make 
complaint, will the right hon. Gentleman 
cause the Department to move ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
must make his specific complaint to the 
Department. 


Railway Rates for Kerry Potatoes. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is now 
in @ position to state what special 
arrangements for the carriage of early 
potatces from Cahirciveen and other 
parts of Kerry have been made with the 
railway company by the Congested 
Districts Board and the Department of 
Agriculture. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The railway com- 
pany has offered the same reduced rates 
as were given last year from Cahirciveen 
and other places in the south of Ireland. 
Details cannot conveniently be stated in 
an oral reply, and, in anticipation of the 
hon. Member’s consent, they will be 
printed with the replies to unstarred 
Questions on to-night’s Votes. 
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Caragh Lake Road, Kerry. | he now say what decision His Majesty's 
Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief | Government have arrived at with refer- 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of|ence to the recommendations of the 
Ireland whether he is aware that the | Select Committee on National Expendi- 
Congested Districts Board voted £250 | ture that an Estimates Committee should 
towards the construction of the Caragh | be appointed at the beginning of each 
Lake road, county Kerry, on the condi- | session for examination of and report on 
tion that the subsidy would be availed | one class of the Estimates precedent to 
of before next May, and that the Killarney | their discussion in Committee of Supply, 
Rural District Council voted a similar | and that a day should be provided for 
amount; and, if so, will he say what the consideration by this House of the 
steps will be taken to have this work | Reports of the Public Accounts Com- 
curried out. | mittee, and an opportunity be given of 
| taking a decision upon the recommenda- 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir; the Con- | tions embodied therein. 

gested Districts Board offered to contri- | 


bute this amount towards the construc- | . ‘ - 
tion of the road in question. It has| THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 


since been ascertained, however, that |} LORD or raz TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
the road is not a public road within the | BALFour, Manchester, E.): The Govern- 
meaning of the statute and that any | ment have always felt, and I have con- 
expenditure on it out of the rates would | stantly expressed the feeling, that under 
be liable to disallowance by the Auditor. | our present system, debates in Committe» 
The Board’s contribution, in the circum- | of Supply, useful as they are, indeed, 
stances, will be applied to another road | absolutely of the first importance as they 
near Caragh lake. Its acceptance will | re, are important only from the point 
be open for two years from the date of |of view of the discussion of general 


the grant. principles of policy. I think the whole 
House is of one mind on tie point that, 
Irish Land Act Report. whatever excellent effects may come 


Mr. P. A. McHUGH (Leitrim, N.): I from our debates in Committee of Supply, 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the they do not conduce to re 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland when the | Whether . direct House of Commons 
first Report, pursuant to Section 23 (14) machinery for dealing with the details of 
of the Irish Land Act, 1903, will be | ‘He Mstimates, if such s machinery ex- 
isted, would greatly reduce the bulk oi 
annual Estimates I confess I doubt. 
I think the great increase that has taken 
place in them has been due to policy— 
policy which may be good or may be 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The form of this 4, but which is, at all events, based on 
general considerations, which affect chiefly 
the Navy, the Army, and education; and 
no amount of analysis of details would 
produce any great or sensible diminution 
of the very heavy burdens which are 
‘annually cast upon the taxpayer. 
But at the same time the Government 
feel that it has to be admitted that no 
machinery for examining the details 
exists; and as there has been this great 
and continuous growth in the Estimates 
it is quite impossible for us, and would 
be most undesirable, to resist any well- 
thought-out scheme for supplying a want 
‘which my hon. friend and others feel 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: May I also to be urgent. At the same time | 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury can frankly admit that I have some difficulty 


published, and whether an interim Report 

and Returns will be published in view of | 
the public interest in the operation of the 

Act. 


Report and the date of its publication 
must, in pursuance of the provisions of | 
the Act, be determined in consultation 
with the Treasury. I will consider the | 
practicability of giving an _ interim 
Return. 


National Expenditure. 

Sirk EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will adopt the recommendations of 
the Select Committee on National Ex- 
penditure which reported in July last. 
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as to how we ought to proceed. The recom- 
mendations of the Committee to which 
my hon. friend refers are, I think, very 
ingenious, and contain a great many sug- 
gestions which would probably prove of 
value; but I am not at all sure that in 
their present form they are of a kind 
which the House would be prepared to 
accept. For example, the Committee 
evidently contemplate that it is the Es- 
timates of the year, or one class of the 
Estimates of the year, that should be 
examined by the proposed Committee. 
Ido not think that thatis really prac- 
ticable. I am sure, in fact, that it is not 
practicable as regards either the Army 
or the Navy, because they are not, and 
cannot be, completed, I think, very much 
before the meeting of Parliament; and, 
as the House knows, the very first finan- 
cial business we have to take is Vote A 
and Vote 1 for the Navy, and Vote A 
and Vote 1 for the Army; and it would 
be quite impossible that an examination 
of such vast Estimates as those for the 
Navy and Army could be examined before 
they are taken in the House. 


Another difficulty that I feel in 
the suggestion of the Committee 
is that they contemplate that there 
should be a Committee of a fixed 
constitution, as it were, which in 
each successive year, should examine one 
branch of the Estimates. I am not sure 
whether the Irish or the Scottish Members 
would think it a convenient plan that a 
Committee of this fixed constitution should 
examine their Estimates; but I fully 
concur in this proposition, that it is de- 
sirable that only one branch of the Es- 
timates should be examined in each year, 
partly because there is not time for more, 
partly because I do not think the Depart- 
ments should in every year be subjected 
to examination by a Parliamentary 
Committee. Ithink we shall have to add 
to that suggestion a distinct provision that 
this Committee shall not in any cireum- 
stances recommend or suggest an increase 
of expenditure. Otherwise you will find 
that your Committee is as greatly anxious 
to increase the burden of the whole Esti- 
mates as the Committee of the whole 
House. I think another suggestion which 
is excellent is the suggestion that policy 
shall be wholly excluded from the purview 
of the Committee, and that secret docu- 
ments shall not be called for. But that, 
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again, raises a great difficulty, because if 
we were to follow the example of the 
Public Accounts Committee, the chairman 
of this new Committee would be chosen 
from the Opposition, and I think he would 
be put in a very invidious position if he 
were obliged to be constantly over-ruling 
his friends as to what was a question of 
policy and what was not. Naturally the 
Oppostition are the critics of the Govern- 
ment, and naturally proposals to include 
policy as well as details of expenditure 
would come from them. I think, there- 
fore, it would be rather difficult to draw 
the chairman from the other side of the 
House, and that, again, is a point on 
which, I think, the Committee have no 
advice or instruction to offer. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): The Committee would not have 
any effective power ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No; if the 
Committee stretched the functions give 
to them by this House and dragged in 
questions of policy they might, no doubt, 
embarrass the Government of the day, 
but they would ultimately destroy them- 
selves and their policy, and the whole 
plan of my hon. friends would fall into 
discredit. I am at present puzzled as to 
what form the procedure of the Govern- 
ment should take. I do not think the 
plan of the Committee will doas it stands, 
and if I gave a day for discussion we 
should have an interesting and important 
debate, but we should not arrive at any 
conclusion. Am I then to put down for 
discussion a Resolution embodying a Re- 
port with which I do not wholly agree ; 
I think it would be convenient if some 
Gentlemen of the Opposition, who are the 
natural and legitimate critics of the 
Government, would consult with me as to 
what form the Resolution should take. Ii 
they would do so I should be very glad 
to do anything I can to help the House to 
furnish machinery which would fill up the 
gap which at present exists. More than 
that I do not think I can promise. 1 
think my hon. friends will see that the 
criticisms I raise are genuine and are not 
prompted by any dilatory motives. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman could reply to 
the second part of the Question. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I apologise 
for not answering that part of the 
Question. I see no objection, on the 
contrary I see some advantages, in em- 
ploying one of the twenty-three days 
now given to Supply, to a discussion of 
the Report of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee ; but as to whether that would be 
possible under the existing Standing 
Orders I shall have to consult the authori- 
ties of the House. 1 am afraid that it 
would require an alteration of the Stand- 
ing Orders, and therefore, although I 
quite accept the the principle of my hon. 
friend’s suggestion, I cannot promise that 
it will be immediately carried into effect. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: But would 
not the right hon. Gentleman consider 
whether he could give us the twenty- 
fourth day ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, if my 
hon. friend will consider how little pros- 
pect there is of our getting any legisla- 
tion before Easter this year he will feel 
that we have not many days to throw 
about ; and, as I may have to give him a 
day, indeed I hope I shall give him a day, 
for the discussion of his other proposals 
in connection with finance, I could not 
make him a promise as to the twenty- 
fourth day. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL: Do I 
understand from my right hon. friend 
that he is going to consult with some of 
the right hon. Gentlemen opposite as to a 
convenient form in which the Resolution 
could be put down to serve as a basis for 
discussion ? 


Business 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should 
greatly desire to consult, but the consulta- 
tion involves two parties. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I shall be ready to 
consult, but I will not go further than 
that. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL - BANNERMAN 
I should like to ask as to the business for 
Thursday and for the early days of the 
next week. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
there isa general wish in the House not 
to take the Army Estimates on Thursday. 
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To that wish I shall be very glad to 
yield; and we propose, therefore, to 
continue the Navy Estimates on Thurs- 
day, excepting, of course, Votes 8 and 9, 
On Monday we propose to move the 
Speaker out of the Chair on the Army 
Estimates. 


WAR OFFICE REFORM. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I desire to ask the Secretary for War, 
or whoever can speak for him, why that 
mysterious document embodying the 
recommendation of a Committee of three, 
sitting on our Army system, already 
published in the newspapers, has not yet 
been delivered to Members. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not at all 
certain that I am not to blame for that. 
At the end of last week, when I was 
consulted on the subject, I said I person- 
ally saw no objection to the publication 
of the Report. There I left the matter. 
I think it is unfortunate that documents 
of this sort should be given to the Press 
before they are given to Members, and I 
will endeavour to guard against a repeti- 
tion of the occurrence. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
This is a somewhat aggravated case. 
I raised the point on Friday, and such 
explanations as could be given were given, 
but Members are still without the Report. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There seemsto 
be some mystery about it. The King’s 
printers and the Press received the docu- 
ment at the same time, and the inference 
seems to be that the latter prints their 
matter rather more quickly than the 
former. At the same time I regret the 
occurrence, 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITT EES) 


Mr. HALSEY reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection ; That they had added 
to the Standing Committee on Law and 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure 
the following fifteen members in respect 
of the Musical Copyright Bill : — Sir 
Frederick Banbury, Mr. Brigg, Mr. Cald- 
well, Mr. Channing, Mr. Cochrane, Mr. 
Dalziel, Mr. Disraeli, Mr. Galloway, Mr. 
Grant, Mr. Hugh Law, Sir Herbert 
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Maxwell, Mr. Maleolm, Mr. Moss, Mr. 
Mount, and Sir Gilbert Parker. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 

Charles James Stanley Howard, esquire, 
commonly called Viscount Morpeth, for 
the Borough of Birmingham (South 
Division). 


NEW BILLS. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION 
OF WOMEN) BILL. 

“To enable women to be elected and 
act as members of County and Borough 
Councils and Metropolitan Borough 
Councils,” presented by Mr. Channing ; 
supported by Sir Richard Jebb, Mr. 
Henry Hobhouse, Mr. Emmott, Captain 
Norton, Mr. Bousfield, Mr. Heywood 
Johnstone, Mr. Yerburgh, Mr. Crooks, 
Mr. Kimber, Mr. Lough, and Mr. John 
3urns ; to be read a second time upon 
Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 104.| 


VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS BILL. 

“ To provide that no prosecution under 
the Vaccination Acts shall be commenced 
without the authority of the Guardians,” 
presented by Mr. Channing ; supported 
by Sir John Rolleston, Mr. Goddard, Mr. 
Brigg. Mr. Corrie Grant, Mr. Broadhurst, 
and Mr. Bell; to be read a second time 
upon Friday, 11th March, and to be 
printed. [ Bill 105. | 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committte.) 


{Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1904-5. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That 131,100 men and boys be employed 
for the Sea and Coast Guard Services for 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1905, including 20,656 Royal Marines.” 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said he presumed it 
would be understood that on that Vote 
they would have a general discussion on 
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the various points of detail which arose 
on the statements of the Secretary to the 
Admiralty made on the previous day. 
He did not propose himself to detain the 
House for more than a very few minutes, 
but he wished to mention one or two 
points, on which he thought the remarks 
he had to make would not be of an 
altogether agreeable nature to the hon. 
Gentleman. He would perhaps allow him 
to say that he was skipping compliments 
for the purpose of saving the time of 
the Committee, but he might remark that 
the whole House was very pleased with 
the statement made by the hon. 
Gentleman, and he hoped he would bear 
in mind that if he did not allude to it in 
any detail his only object was to save 
the time of hon. Members. He spoke as 
one of those who were friendly to the 
policy of the Board of Admiralty, and he 
was prepared even to support it in what 
many thought was its extravagance— 
what some hon. Members thought was 
extravagance in the present Estimates. 
So long as we were spending such vastly 
greater sumsof money upon the Army of 
the Empire, he did not think it was possible 
to object to the policy of the Admiralty. 
It was an extraordinary fact that, in all 
calculations on the subject of the expen- 
diture on the Army, the cost of the 
Army outside the United Kingdom was 
never taken into account. It was the 
case that we were spending vastly more 
upon the land services than we were upon 
our naval services, and so long as that 
was so, he confessed he should view with 
more than indulgence what was called the 
extravagant policy in regard to the Navy. 
There were two points which he wished 
to bring before the Committee on this 
occasion, and in regard to them he was 
obliged to assume an attitude somewhat 
hostile to the Board of Admiralty. Per- 
haps, however, when the Secretary to 
the Admiralty had been longer in office 
he would come to admit that the 
Lords of the Admiralty were, after 
all, only human, and that they were 
fallible. On the preceding day the hon. 
Gentleman wasa little bit inclined to put 
the authority of the Board of Admiralty 
somewhat too high. The Board of Ad- 
miralty themselves had had on many 
occasions to admit that they had made 
mistakes like other human beings. In 
the First Lord’s statement in the present 
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year he took credit, as he did also last 
year, for the change in connection with 
the School at Greenwich. Inthat matter 
the Board of Admiralty, only six or 
seven years ago, suggested to Mr. Goschen, 
who was then First Lord, that it was a 
ridiculous suggestion which had _ been 
made, yet the proposal which they then 
treated as ridiculous, although based on 
the experience of foreign countries, had 
since been accepted by the Admiralty. 
who sought to take credit for a very 
great achievement. That was a point upon 
which he thought the Admiralty might go 
a great deal farther than they had already 
done. 


Now he came to the first of the two points 
to which he wished to draw the at- 
tention of the Committee, and that was 
this: The hon. Member for Dundee on 
the previous day had spoken of the 
frankness of the Admiralty, and un- 
doubtedly, as a rule, they did make very 
fair and full statements as to their policy. 
What he desired to refer to shortly 
was the extraordinary proportion of 
breakdowns in connection with cruisers 
during the recent manceuvres. There 
were in that House hon. Members who 
had strong opinions upon the subject of 
boilers, but, personally, he had always 
been content to accept the authority of 
others on that subject. He had never 
pretended to have an opinion himself 
upon a topic in regard to which he was 
obviously incompetent to form one. 
Judging, however, by what had occurred 
in all foreign fleets, he had come to the 
conclusion that it was not the class of 
boiler so much as the men who worked 
the boilers who were at fault. The very 
fact that the French navy had returned 
to the original Belleville boiler, and were 
now putting it in their new large ships, 
and the fact that the Admiralty itself 
boasted that the Belleville boiler had been 
giving more satisfaction of late, showed 
that the breakdowns of these boilers in 
many cases were attributable rather to 
lack of training in the stokers than to 
inherent defects. The Admiralty had 
placed before the country a very full and 
detailed report of the manceuvres, and 
they had shown with much frankness 
that an extraordinary state of things had 
existed—a state of things which, if it 
had obtained at the beginning of a war, 

Sir Charles Dilke. 
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would have brought about a terrible 
diminution in the proper strength of the 
Navy of this country. That was a very 
alarming condition of affairs, and he 
imagined that the Admiralty had come 
tothe conclusion that whit had happened 
in our case would happen elsewhere. 
It was an undoubted fact that foreign fleets 
were now trying to enlist skilled men at 
high rates of wages for stoking duties, 
and this, therefore, was a matter which 
deserved further attention at the hands 
of the Admiralty, who ought to lay 
before the House further proposals for 
the training of stokers. They were 
taking power to engage a large number 
of additional stokers this year: they kney 
a great number were taken ona few year 
ago and that the results were admittedly 
unsound, and he would urge on the 
Government that, if they could make 
some reassuring statement as to — what 
steps they were taking in order to prevent 
such an enormous proportion of break- 
downs in the engineering departments of 
cruisers freshly commissioned _ for 
manoeuvres or for war, it would give 
great satisfaction to the Committee. 


Then there was a matter which was 
mentioned on the previous night by two 
speakers on the opposite side of the 
House, the question of the designs of the 
new battleships. On that point he wa: 
not at all satisfied with the explanations 
which had been given by the Govern- 
ment. What bad occurred ? Great expecta- 
tions had been held out to them as tothe 
improvements which were to be effected 
in the new battleships to be laid down, as 
compared with those which had been laid 
down within the last year or two. Bu 
they had been told that the plans for the 
new ships had worked out to too larg: 
vessels,and that the slipsin the dockyard 
became vacant at an earlier period that 
was expected. The first fault ought no! 
to have occurred. One would have 
thought that so scientific a department as 
the Construction Department of the Ad 
miralty would have had some general idea 
as to the size which the ships would work 
out at when they contained improvement: 
of secondary armaments. In regard to the 
second excuse that had been given, he hat 
looked back over the Questions which had 
been asked by Members interested in the 
Fleet, and he had found that those 
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Members had stated pretty accurately— 
on the basis, he supposed, of dockyard 
rumour—when the slips would become 
vacant. He was bound to say, therefore, 
that the excuses which had been put 
forward by the Admiralty were not 
sufficient to stand detailed examination, 
and he thought they ought to insist on 
a clearer statement as to how it was that 
this breakdown had occurred in the Chief 
Constructor’s Department in the case of 
these new vessels. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said that in regard to the designs of our 
battleships undoubtedly the Admiralty 
was always behind the private designer. 
The Constructive Department was always 
a little astern in the matter of con- 
struction, but at the same time it was 
sitisfactory to know that every change 
made in the designs of our battleships 
was a change for the better. He hoped 
that in the new designs provision would 
be made for electric hoists for ammunition. 
The question of boilers had always been 
i very sore one with him. No doubt the 
Belleville boiler was the worst type of 
water-tube boiler that could have been 
secured, but even it had never had 
fair play at the hands of the Admiralty, 
and it was a noteworthy fact that it was 
not until five years after it had been 
introduced that instructions were issued 
to the Navy as to the way in which the 
boiler should be handled. With the 
water-tube boiler a new era came in, and 
stoking had become a fine art instead of 
merely a mechanical labour. The failure 
to properly train our stokers was un- 
doubtedly the cause of the failure of the 
water-tube boiler. He did not think, 
however, that they would have cause of 
complaint on that ground in the future. 


Now he came to the general question of 
the enormous increase in the Navy 
Estimates. These Estimates amounted 
to £42,000,000, and the Committee must 
remember that there were invariably 
Supplementary Navy Estimates amount- 
ing to £1,500,000 or £2,000,000. He 
ventured to assert that that was a 
Most amazing sum to demand. He well 
remembered, when he was sitting on the 
opposite side of the House, and discussing 
the Navy Estimates for the year, 
which amounted to only £16,000,000 
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sterling, he told the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Mon- 
mouth, whose approaching disappearance 
from Parliament they all regretted, 
that if he only liked to come down and ask 
the House for £30,000,000 for the Navy he 
would be able to obtain it. The right 
hon. Gentleman on that occasion laughed 
him to scorn, but now the Government 
were asking not for £30,000,000 but for 
£42.000,000 for the Navy Estimates, a 
most eNormous increase in an extra- 
ordinarily short period of time. How 
were they to regard this great increase in 
the naval expenditure of the country ? 
In his opinion, and he frankly admitted 
it, the Estimates were too large by several 


millions. They were larger than they 
need be. But then, no doubt, the 


Admiralty based its policy upon secret 
information which the Government alone 
possessed, and therefore he was bound to 
be very cautious in his criticisms of their 
proposals, 


In regard to the public aspect 
of the question, it certainly did seem to 
the man in the street that the occasion 
had now arisen when there should be a 
diminution rather than an_ increase 
effected in the Navy Estimates. Recent 
events had undoubtedly to a very con- 
siderable extent altered the balance of 
power, and that balance might be still 
further altered in the very near future. 
The hon. Gentleman who presented the 
Estimates with, what he might perhaps 
be permitted to call, great perspicuity and 
ability, seemed to be altogether erroneous 
in the ideas he put forward. He told 
them that they were adhering to the two- 
Power standard, but he gave an entirely 
new version of that standard, and he 
practically increased it to a three, four, or 
even five-Powerstandard. He understood 
the hon. Gentleman to say that they still 
adhered to the two-Power standard in 
regard to battleships, but that in regard 
to cruisers they felt bound to go beyond 
it in order to meet the special require- 
ments of our trade. He did not agree 
with that at all. He would like to 
remind the hon. Gentleman that the 
purpose of the Fleet—battleships and 
cruisers together—was to get at the 
enemy to destroy him or to hold him 
in port so that he could cause no 
harm toanybody. The battleship was, 
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no doubt, the principal fighting item of 
the Fleet, but the cruiser was the hand- 
maiden of the battleship—it constituted 
its ears and its eyes, it was the auxiliary 
portion of the Fleet. The purpose of the 
cruiser and the battleship together was 
to obtain the full command of the sea. 
To blockade was not altogether the tradi- 
tional policy of the British Navy. It 
watched the enemy as a cat watched a 
mouse, but it was not its sole desire to 
blockade him in a port, it rather pre- 
ferred to tempt him out and either to 
absolutely smash him in the open sea or 
to be smashed itself. Having smashed 
the enemy it secured the command of the 
sex. That was what occurred at the 
time of the battle of Trafalgar. After 
that battle we held command of the sea, 
and the convoying duties of our cruisers 
became a mere matter of form, because 
our merchant ships went freely every- 
where. Very few of them were captured 
by privateers and many of those which 
were were recaptured before they reached 
the enemy’s ports. 


Na ry 


In regard to the two-Power standard it 
was very difficult to draw comparisons, 
but an answer which had been circulated 
by the hon. Gentleman enabled the House 
to make some sort of comparison—which 
he thought was a not very unfair one in 
regard to the Fleets. They had got the 
cost of the Fleets of France, Russia, 
Germany, and America for the year 
1903. There were, of course, different 
standards of comparison. Some people 
compared the tonnage, others com- 
pared numbers, and both comparisons 
were equally misleading. He thought it 
was not an unfair comparison to take 
the cost of the vessels, because that repre- 
sented, more or less, the actual results. 
Now, they found that in 1903, France 
spent £12,000,000, Russia £12,000,000, 
Germany £10,000,000, and America 
£16,000,000, on their respective navies, 
and if they took France, Russia, and 
Germany, or indeed if they took the 
three highest expenditures, those of 
America, Russia, and France, they 
had a total of £40,000,000 expendi- 
ture on the navies of those countries 
combined, whereas we were going to 
spend no less than £42,000,000 this 
year on our Navy. That certainly did 
not represent a two-Power standard; it 

Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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approximated to a three- Power standard. 
In his opinion that comparison was, how- 
ever, rather unfair, as this country got 
more for its money than any other 
country in the world. This country got 
more for its money than France or Russia, 
infinitely more than Germany, and a great 
deal more than the United States. All 
that suggested to him a reinforcement of 
his view that the Estimates were on the 
whole rather too high. But then, again, 
whereas he would cut down the Army 
ruthlessly—indeed he would not be afraid 
to abolish the Army and increase the 
metropolitan police instead—he felt very 
timid indeed in touching the Navy. The 
Navy was the very last thing that would 
be reduced by anyone who felt any kind 
of adequate interest in the relative value of 
the services, and although he did strongly 
feel on his own information, which he 
admitted must necessarily be imperfect, 
that the Navy Estimates were too large, he 
must support them because they were 
brought in on the responsibility of a 
Government which ought to know, and 
which probably had secret imformation 
which would justify them. Therefore he 


was not prepared to question the 
Estimates from that point of view. 
He could not, however, compli- 


ment the First Lord of the Admiralty on 
either his English or his arrangement of 
facts. The First Lord stated that several 
Questions were asked in reference to the 
two Chilian cruisers, but, as a matter of 
fact, the only Question asked was one 
which he himself asked on March 2nd. He 
presumed, however, that that statement 
was a slip. It was now stated that the 
original cost of the cruisers was £2,200,000 
and that they were ultimately obtained 
for £1,800,000. That was a saving of 
£400,000, but an extra £400,000 was to be 
spent on the cruisers. 


THe SECRETARY vo tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk. 
Woodbridge) said that was not so; the 


only extra expense would be for am- 
munition which would have had to be 
incurred if the Admiralty had built the 
ships. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said" it cer- 
tainly looked as if there was to be extra 
expenditure. He wished to mention two 
other points. One was the question of 
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markmanship. In his opinion the mark- 
manship of the Navy during the last two 
years had been absolutely doubled in 
eficiency. That was not too much to 
say, and he thought it was almost wholly 
due to the very great ability and energy 
of Captain Percy Scott, who had worried 
everyone, from the First Lord down- 
wards, in a way which had produced 
such admirable results. Captain Scott 
was, he believed, still at the head of 
the ‘Excellent,’ which was the scien- 
tific establishment connected with this 
matter, and he was the author of many 
valuable inventions. In point of marks- 
manship, or, as it Was more accur- 
ately called quick-hitting, the Navy was 
quite twice as good as it was two years 
ago. If that were so its effective value 
was not only doubled but absolutely 
quadrupled, and he congratulated the 
Admiralty on the advance which had 
been made in the matter. He could not 
help thinking that much of this advance 
was perhaps due to the fact that the 
Admiralty now recognised that every 
oficer in the Fleet, from the Admiral 
down to the lowest gunnery-lieutenant, 
was to be held responsible for the marks- 
manship. Previously the gunnery-lieuten- 
mt was not allowed the time or the 
opportunity for practice, because the 
captain or the Admiralty desired some- 
thing else, but it was now absolutely 
established that everyone in the fleet, 
squadron, or ship, who had any authority 
at all, was responsible. That was of 
enormous importance, and he thought it 
would have a most beneficial effect on 
the marksmanship of the Navy. He was 
extremely glad it had been adopted. 


Navy 


Then as to the question of oil fuel, eleven 
tears ago he ventured, in this House, to 
all attention to the extreme desirability 
of oilfuel for the Navy. This was not the 
moment to discuss the great facility with 
vhich a ship could be oiled as compared 





with coaled, as well as the saving of 
stoking and the saving of engines and 
oilers. He had, however, always re- 
‘ognised that there were certain diffi- 
‘ulties of a nature which he did not 
lesire to dwell upon. There were many 
reasons why those difficulties should not 
se dwelt upon in the House. But where 





ae thought the Admiralty were slack was 
that alter twenty years’ experiment the 
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results which might have been expected 
had not yet arrived. He was now in- 
formed that considerable improvements 
had been affected, and that others were in 
process of completion, but his own ex- 
perience of the original experiments was 
that they were conducted in that half- 
hearted way in which men set about a 
thing which they believed was certain to 
fail, and that method was not calculated 
to produce good results. He would re- 
peat that his private opinion, so far ashe 
was acquainted with the circumstances, 
led him to believe that the Estimates were 
higher than they needed to be, but he felt 
bound to recognise that there must be 
information in the possession of the 
Government which he did not have, 
and which justified the Government in 
their responsibility of presenting to the 
Committee Estimates the like of which 
were never seen before. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) said that yesterday the House was 
engaged in discussing a definite Motion 
submitted by his hon. friend for the 
reduction of naval armaments by inter- 
national agreement. Having disposed of 
that Motion, the Committee was now at 
liberty to consider the Estimates on their 
merits. It had been a frequent cause of 
complaint in recent years that large Navy 
Estimates had been thrown before the 
House without any explanation or justifi- 
cation. This year there had been a 
justification and explanation in the State- 
ment of the First Lord to which he 
wished to refer. The First Lord said 
that the Estimates were due to the 
responsibility cast by Parliament on the 
Admiralty to provide the country with a 

Navy strong enough to sustain a ‘struggle 
with the navies of any two other Powers 
and to secure the sea-borne trade and 
commerce of the country. That would 
seem to be two objects, but in reality they 
were only one object. He did not believe 
that the trade and commerce of the 
country could be defended except by the 
destruction of the enemy’s Fleet. If that 
were the true policy for this country it 
would also be the true policy for the 
enemy, who would abstain from attacking 
the trade and commerce of this country 
because they would not have the strength 
to spare for that purpose. The only pro- 
tection for trade and commerce wasthe pro- 
tection involved in smashing up the navies 











ar 
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of the Powers oppos-d to this country. 
The Secretary to the Admiralty spoke of 
the extent of the trade and commerce of 
the country in terms which he ventured 
to challenge. The hon. Gentleman spoke 
of the trade of the Kingdom as being 
£1,200,000,000 sterling, but that was the 
trade of the Empire. There was a 
sentence or two from the Statement of 
the First Lord of the Admiralty on 
this point which he would quote. In 
the year 1900 the First Lord said— 

“The sea-borne trade was between 
£1,100,000,000 and £1,200,000,000 but about 
one-fourth was trade in which the taxpayers 
of the Uniied Kingdom had no _ interest 
either as buyer or seller, for it was_inter- 
colonial trade. The taxpayer of the United 
Kingdom had therefore the privilege not 
only of taking upon himself the lion’s 
share of the burden, but also a not less share 
of the burden not his own but exclusively that 
of his fellow subjects beyond the sea.” 


That fact should not be forgotten when 
the extent of our trade and commerce was 
heing considered. With regard to the 
true purpose of naval defence, surely one 
consequence of that principle was that in 
comparing other Navies with our own we 
should consider the battleship and also the 
strong cruiser elements. He wanted to 
draw a contrast between our own and 
other navies in respect of the battleship 
and the strong cruiser element with 
regard to the suggested standard set up 
by the First Lord of the Admiralty in his 
Statement. The First Lord relied upon 
the two-Power standard. A good many 
hon. Members of the House were not 
perhaps aware of the facts at the time 
when that standard was invented, but it 
had not an abstract significance and did 
not mean any two Powers, but it was a 
polite way of saying that we must have 
a Navy strong enough to meet the pos- 
sible combination of France and Russia 
against us. It was a piece of Parlia- 
mentary politeness, and it was not an 
abstract formula. The First Lord of the 
Admiralty said Parliament had imposed 
the standard. He wanted to consider 
whether they had exceeded or fallen 
short of that standard, and he wished to 
refer to a statement made by the present 
First Lord of the Admiralty about the 
beginning of July, 1901. That was the 
time of the Mediterranean scare, and 
the First Lord was on his defence 
against critics who attacked him, not 
for the largeness, but for the small- 
Mr. Edinund Robertson, 
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ness of his Estimates, and his argu- 
ments went to show that they were 
adequate and large enough. He said— 

“If you look at the battleships, and take 
them in the year 1901, of all the navies of the 
world, you will find that the naval power of 
Great Britain is equal to half the navies of the 
rest of the world.” 

That was his statement, and it was in 
the light of that statement that he would 
proceed to examine by other tests the 
relative strength of the Navy. Accepting 
the battleships and the heavy cruisers as 
the proper type of naval strength, he 
would attempt to compare our own Navy 
with other Navies. He would take the 
Return which was moved for by the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean. In May, 1903, the ships, built 
and building, in the British Navy 
counted fifty-seven battleships, and at 


that time all the ships of other 
navies, built and building, counted 
114. Jn other words, the battleship 


strength of the British Navy in 1903 
was exactly equal to one half of all the 
other Navies of the world put together, 
which was the same result as that alluded 
to by Lord Selborne in the year 1901. 


He was sorry the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Croydon was not in his 
place, because he put a Question yesterday 
upon this point which he thought was 
treated with some asperity by the Secre- 
tary of State for War, who followed him 
in thedebate. The late Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, alluding to a statement made 
by his hon. friend opposite as to their 
battleship strength, asked what the ton- 
nage was, and the Secretary of State for 
War repudiated the relevancy of sucha 
Question. No doubt tonnage was not a 
conclusive test, but it was not an irrele- 
vant thing to ask ; it was a very important 
element, and it had the great advantage 
of being intelligible to members of the 
Committee to whom other tests might be 
submitted without producing much im- 
pression. He thought at the time that 
the Secretary for War received the 
(Juestion with less respect than was due to 
it. He would now proceed to answer 
the Question with all the qualifications 
he had made asto its significance. What 
was the result? The same Return to 
which he had already referred, for 
1903, wave in first-class battleships built 
and building the tonnage of the British 
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Navy as 786,000 tons. The three highest 
European Powers, namely France, 
Russia, and Germany had a total battle 
ship tonnage at the same time of 770,000 
tons. He was speaking o/ first-class battle- 
shipsalone « sdescribed in the Return asked 
for by the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for the Forest of Dean. If he threw 
in the other three Powers. which 
were usually counted, the result was 
that the tonnage of first-class battleships 
belonging to Great Britain was in excess 
of one half of the rest of the navies of 
the world, and this confirmed the esti- 
mate made by the First Lord of the 
Admiralty in 1901. He had information 
a little later than the Return he had re- 
ferred to, and taking armoured and pro- 
tected cruisers of the first and second 
class together, which he would group as 
the big cruiser class. they had belonging 
to the British Navy ninety vessels, while 
all the other Powers in the world only 
number 106. That, of course, was far be- 
yond a two-Power standard and in excess 
of the real standard at which they had 
been aiming, namely, equality with one- 
half of the rest of the Navies of the world. 
In the same year, according to another 
Return which they owed to his hon. and 
gallant friend the Member for Yarmouth. 
in 1903 the Navy Estimates of Great 
Britain, including what was due to naval 
works, amounted to £35,009,000, which 
was £7,000,000 below the Estimates for 
this year. When this country was 
spending £35,000,000 in 1903 all the other 
great Powers were spending as follows : 
France £12,500,000: Russia £10,500,000; 
Germany £10,000,000 ; Italy £5,000,000 ; 
the United States £16,000,000; and Japan 
£3.000,000 ; or a total of £57,000,000, as 
against £35,000,000 spent by Great Britain 
alone. That was more than a two-Power 
standard, and far more than the standard 
of equality of one-half of the rest of the 
Navies of the world. This two-Power 
standard was nothing more than a sort 
of rule-of-thumb. He thought the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean would bear him out when he said 
that he had never felt bound by that 
standard, which was a rough and ready 
mode of estimating what our naval 
‘trength ought to be. He wished to warn 
the hon. Gentleman of the danger of 
setting this up as an abstract formula. 
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It was dangerous because there were such 
things as naval alliances and there were 
such things as understandings that 
did not amount to alliances. Were they 
going to build against Japan for instance,or 
against the UnitedStates? The lat» Chan 
cellor of the Exchequer accepted that pro 
position, but he did not think it re illy en- 
tered into the intentions of the Admiralty. 
Then came this proposal, if the Admiralty 
were to take account of ships which ap- 
peared in foreign programmes, ought they 
not also to take account of ships which 
disappeared from those programmes ? I! 
the two-Power standard was to he set 
up as an abstract formula, such questions 
as that would have to be dealt with. 
Moreover, the Admiralty would have to 
recoznise not only progressive but also 
stationary programmes. France had 
great burst of activity after the Fashod: 
crisis, but she had got tired of the com- 
petition and had reduced her Navy Esti- 
mates from £13,000,000 to £12,000,000. 
He asked the representative of the Ad- 
miralty to state what account bad been 
taken by the authors of these Estimates 
not only of the disappearance of ships 
against which we had built, but also of 
the reduction in naval programmes which 
had been held up as necessitating corres 
ponding action on our part. 


With regard to the two Chilian 
ships, if the programme was not 
being extended, surely the addition 


of those ships ought to have resulted in 
the withdrawal of two ships from the 
programme of the coming year. As he 
understood, one proposed ship was to be 
withdrawn and the construction of an- 
other postponed. 


Mr. PRETYMAN pointed out that the 
commencement of two others was to be 
postponed, with the possibility of another 
being withdrawn later. 


Mr. EDMUND RUBERTSON said that 
that explanation would acquit him of the 
necessity of pursuing the topic further. 
One other matter to which he wished to 
refer was the new system of selecting 
cadets for the Navy. He had never pre- 
tended that he regarded with anything 
but horror the submitting of tender infants 
of twelve years to competitive ex imina- 
tions. The new system had two distinct 
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disadvantages, it necessarily barred out 
selection by merit and it added enor- 
mously to the expense of a naval educa- 
tion. The policy was a dangerous one 
because it excluded from the naval service 
all but an infinitesimal proportion of the 
young brain and muscle of the country, 
and it would result in naval officers being 
more governed by class selection and 
influenced by class prejudice than was the 
case at present. The object of Mr. 
Goschen’s preposals—which were very 
different from those now made and to 
which also he strongly objected—was 
to get ior the Navy public school boys, 
whom Mr. Geoschen regarded as the 
finest material pcessible. ‘The public 
schools wholly jailed to meet the demand, 
and the present proposals were the result. 
By “public schools” Mr.Goschen meant 
the old-fashioned public schools with their 
passion for athletics and their con- 
tempt of knowledge. |‘‘Oh, oh!”] He was 
basing his statement on _ professional 
expert opinion, because Col. Maud, a 
recognised authority, in a public lecture 
on the selection and nomination for the 
Army, recently decla'ed that if he had 
hischoice between boys from Board 
schools and boys from the public schools of 
England, he would choose the former. 
The ordinary public schools having failed 
to meet the demand, the Admiralty had 
determined to set up a “ Naval Eton” of its 
own, and it was propesed to take boys in 
at this early age, without competition, 
practically without examination, prac- 
tically by nomination. He did not agree 
that much was gained by selecting young 
officers at so early an age, before they 
had had time to make up their minds 
ws to their future careers and before 
their intellect and judgment had had 
an Opportunity to mature. The effect of 
the scheme would be to limit the class of 
naval officers to a very small portion of 
the population. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: 
has been so limited. 


It always 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said it 
would be more than ever the case now. 
Any system was bad which would shut 
out fromthe naval service 95 percent. of 
the youth of England. As an example 
of what he believed to be the better way, 
he instanced the course ,adopted by 
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Japan after full inquiry among foreign 
navies. A Japanese naval officer speak- 
ing last week, stated that the Naval 
College of Japan was open to every male 
subject between sixteen and twenty with 
the exception of those who were married 
or had undergone any punishment, and 
bankrupts. The whole of the expense of 
the training, food, and clothing was pro- 
vided out of Government funds. Theex- 
amination had two sides, physical and 
educational. Anyone who failed in the 
physical examination was not entitled to 
be examined educationally. The educa- 
tional examination included mathematics, 
Japanese literature, English grammar and 
translations, physical science and so on. 
The number of candidates for cadetships 
in the Japanese Navy last year was 1995; 
the number who passed the physical 
examination was 1400, the number who 
passed the qualifying examination was 


about 400. and the number of 
those finally selected was 180. There 
was no doubt that after such a 


process of selection those 180 were the 
very pick of the brain and muscle of 
Japan, and he thought a somewhat 
similar system would be the best for the 
British Navy. He believed that in 
the American Naval College the whole of 
the expense of the cadets’ education was 
borne by the State, and that even the 
wealthiest parents were not allowed to 
send any pecuniary assistance to their 
sons during the period of training. If 
the whole expense oi the training of naval 
officers was placed on the State the 
country would be able to command all 
the resources of the nation for the Navy. 
That would be a better system than the 
new-fangled plan lately adopted by the 
Admiralty, which, coupled with the in- 
creased Estimates, was attended with 
certain danger. He had never spoken 
without a sense of the overwhelming 
importance of the Navy for Britain’s 
defence, and it was with that sense of 
responsibility he desired to point to the 
danger involved in excessive Estimates 
and the divorce of the Navy frem 
popular feeling, to which the growing ex- 
clusion of the youth of the country from 
the class of naval officers might lead. 
It was the dread of such a rection 
which made him refer to these matters. 
If the Estimates increased to an extent 


which public opinion did not approve 
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there would be a reaction against the 
Navy which would be far more 
dangerous than the reaction which had 
already set in against the Army. 
He wanted to see the Navy strong, and 
for that purpose he defended the position 
he had taken up that they ought to be 
able to connect every rank in the Navy 
with every rank of the people, and every 
rink ought to be open to every class 
within these realms. 


*Tue Earp or DALKEITH (Rox- 
burgh) said he thought the hon. Member 
opposite represented the feelings of all 
classes in the country when he said that 
i the money asked for by the Admiralty 
was properly spent it would not be 
begrudged. With regard to the age of 
the boys joining the Navy, he thought it 
must be something like it was at present 
if they were to do without training in the 
college. He would not deal further with 
the point at the present moment because 
perhips it would come up on the Educa- 
tion Vote. There was the objection to 
the present system that it was an 
extremely costly one. He hoped his hon. 
friend would give them more information, 
because there were rumours that a very 
lirze number of the boys had not turned 
out very satisfactorily as regarded their 
capacity for taking in the information 
they were supposed toacquire. He hoped 
they had been able to secure boys at any 
rate of average ability. He knew that 
many years ago the age was twelve anda 
half years to fourteen years and then the 
‘ompetition was limited by nomination. 
The main point, however, they had to 
whether these enormous 


‘onsider, was 
Estimates were necessary: for the 
‘ountry and whether they had 


deen justified. They also wished to know 
whether for the money they were voting 
they were going to vet a thoroughly good 
return. Last yearthe Admiralty thought 
£34,500,000 was quite sufficient for the 
requirements of the Navy apart from the 
sums taken under the Naval Works Act. 
Since then Supplementary Estimates had 
been granted amounting to £1,300,000, 
nl if they added that to the Estimates 
this year they would have an increase 
of about £4,000,000 in all. He did not 
think they had had quite sufficient infor- 
mation put before them to show that such 
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a large increase was justified. Like the 
hon. Member for Kinz’s Lynn, however, 
he would hesitate to vote against the sum 
which was put before the Committee on 
the responsibility of those who were in 
the best position t» know what money 
was required. Nevertheless he hoped 
they would have some information upon 
the points he had mentioned. He quite 
understood that there had been a large 
increase owing to the pushing forward of 

the construction of ships now being 

built, and upon those now being repaired 

in private dockyards. All that was 

necessiry to have the Fleet in a condition 

ready for active service, but he did not 

think it justified such a very large ship- 

building programme. 


He wished to refer to some of those 
cruisers laid down some years ago, and 
which had not come up to expectation. 


He referred more particularly to 
those of the “County” class. They 
had light armaments, and although 


their speed was good he had heard that 
they had not acquitted themselves well 
in aheavysea. Another point which had 
been alluded to was that of the design of 
new battleships. A distinguished naval 
officer had told him that, undoubtedly, 
there was great advantage in having 
eight ships all of the same design, but he 
ventured to think there was no admiral 
who would not prefer to have five of the 
“King Edward VII.” type and three of 
a superior design. He did not think it 
was creditable to the Construction De- 
partment that the Admiralty should one 
year inform the House that they intended 
to build ships of a new design, and the 
next year have to inform the House that 
they had been unable to obtain the design, 
and he hoped this would not occur again 
in the future. One thing which was cer- 
tainly to our advantage in the purchase 
of the Chilian ships was that they were 
of a different design, and they met 
many objections which had been raised to 
the very large tonnage in our later battle- 
ships. Therefore he hoped the Admiralty 
would give them a thorough test in order 
to see whether the objections they had, 
and perhaps very properly had, to ships 
of that class might be removed, and their 
good points embodied in our battleships 
in the future. The next point was that 
of the personnel, Inthis year’s Estimates 
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there was a large increase both for per- 
sonnel and shipbuilding. As far as he 
could see the other Votes had been kept 
down, and the amount for coal was 
somewhat less than usual, although one 
would have thought that that was hardly 
justifiable. It appeared that the Admir- 
alty had done their best to keep dowa 
expenses outside the shipbuilding. With 
regard to personnel there was the 
question of promoting captains at a 


vounger age to the rank of admiral, 
and he would like a little further 
information on that matter. Ac- 


cording to this change admirals would 
retire at an earlier age and the list of 
pensions would be very greatly increased. 
With reference to promoting captains at an 
earlier age, they required some more im- 
formation as to what the extra cost would 
be on the Navy Estimates in years to 
some, owing to earlier retirement of 
officers. 


Another way in which a_ saving 
might be etfected was in developing the 
system of short service. He was glad to 
see that the Admiralty were entering 
surgeons for Admiralty work temporarily, 
for in this way they would get a larger 
number of men accustomed to sea life who 
would probably be available in time of 
war. Another point he wished to call 
attention to was the large number 
of men locked up in ships, which although 
they were useful in time of peace 
were practically useless in time of war. 
On the China Station they had a large 
number of sloops which would have to 
return to Hong-Kong if war broke out. 
He wished to know what was going to 
happen to those men? He thought that 
having spent so much on foreign dockyards 
they might have had some ships in reserve 
abroad to which the crews of those sloops 
might be transferred in time of war. He 
was glad to see that in these Estimates no 
money was taken for the building of this 
kind of ship, which were practically useless 
from a naval point of view. With regard 
to the new squadron raised for the Atlantic 
he thought that in the course of a few 
months time it would be equal in size to the 
one at the Cape. At thesame time there 
was aclanger in increasing their commands, 
and this was a matter which should be 
carefully considered. He thought it was 
rather bad policy for the Government 
to ask the House to spend an enormous 
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amount of money upon accommodation 
for the Fleet at the Cape of Good Hope, 
when the squadron there was to be reduced. 
There were many things which made 
one feel that the money had not been 
spent to the best advantage. A certain 
amount of money had been somewhat — 
he did not say wasted, but had not been 
made to go quite as far as it might 
have done. The Admiralty in the course 
of the past year had initiated some very 
important reforms. There was a more 
modern spirit prevailing now. In regard 
to gunnery he thought the improvement 
was owing, perhaps, to the efforts oi 
Captain Scott. A great many reforms 
had been initiated by Admiral Fisher. 
He hoped the spirit of progress would 
continue, and that they would get rid of 
old and useless traditions. He hoped 
also that the Admiralty would give an 
assurance that they were looking most 
carefully into expenditure, and that they 
would make perfectly certain we were 
getting the best value for our money. 


*Sir LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) 
said he wished to refer to the question 
oi the supply of steam coal for the Navy. 
It was a well-known fact that smokeless 
steam coal was fast diminishing, and 


the fact that it was fast diminishing 
constituted in his opinion a national 
danver. He thought the Admiralty 


should look to this by laying up for it- 
self in some way or other a large supply 
ol smokeless steam coal. This had been 
lately emphasised by some important 
letters which had appeared in The Times, 
written by the well known geoloxist. 
Professor Boyd Dawkins, of the 
Victoris University, Manchester. This 
kind of coal was very restricted in 
its amount. He believed that 

small amount of it was to be 
found in Belgium, but the principal 
centre where it was found was in South 
Wales. We had not very much infor- 
mation with regard to it. because th 
Bourd of Trade Returns did not differen 
tiate between steam coal and the smokless 
steam coal which was especially useful 
for our ships, but Mr. Robson, Inspector 
of Mines for the Swansea District, esti 
mated the total area in South Wales 
of the smokeless semi-bituminous coal- 
field at 158 square miles. A Royal 
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Commission was sitting to inquire how 
much of this was unworked and how 
much of it would be useful for naval 
purposes. The subject was one for care- 
ful consideration on the part of the Ad- 
miralty. From the Returns of the export 
of coal he found that in 1902 something 
like 43,000,000 tons were exported, 
and of that amount 19,000,000 were 
exported from Cardiff, Swansea, and New- 
port. The Returns did not show how much 
of that coal was for naval purposes, but 
the presumption was that the greater 
portion was for naval purposes on 
the part of our foreign neighbours. He 
found that 7,500,000 tons went to France, 
and between 2,000,000 and 3,000,000 
tons to Russia. He found from the 
Returns for 1903 that out of 44,000,000 
tons exported 34,000,000 tons consisted 
o° steam coal. One recent contract 
alone for Japan was, he understood, 
for something like 80,000 tons. No 
doubt this was for smokeless steam coal 
for naval purposes. He approved of 
the suggestion which had already 
been made by the hon. Member for 
Merthyr Tydvil that the Admiralty 
should purchase an area of the South 
Vales coal field. He suggested that they 
should purchase 10,000 acres of it, and 
keep it unworked for naval purposes. 
The smokeless steam coal should not 
be kept in any other form, because, when 
stored it deteriorated in value. He knew 
at the same time that in France smokeless 
steam coal had been stored. He was 
informed that recently it was impossible 
for the Government to obtain what were 
called * spot cargoes” of this coal because 
the coal was going to nations like Russia 
and Japan. We had in this country a 
monopoly of this smokeless steam coal, 
which would give us a great advantage 
in time of war. He suggested that the 
Royal Commission should hasten the 
inquiry, and that they should present an 
interim Report on this matter, which 
was of vital importance from the national 
point of view. 


*Str EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter) said 
he should like to put one or two Questions 
regarding the comparative amounts de- 
manded in this country, in Continental 
countries, and in America, for naval ex- 
penditure. The Secretary to the Admir- 
alty yesterday based the whole question 
of the Naval Estimatesjon the two-Power 
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standard. In the Return which the hon. 
Gentleman was kind enough to furnish 
yesterday he found that our total naval 
expenditure for 1904-5, including ex- 
penditure under the Naval Works Act, 
would ‘amount to £42,000,000, exclusive 
of any Supplementary Estimates which 
might be presented. How did that com- 
pare with the expenditure of foreign 
nations? He found that the total 
naval expenditure in 1903 of France, 
Germany, and Russia amounted in the 
aggregate to only £35,000,000, so that 
if our expenditure was compared with 
that of the principal Continental nations 
we had not a two-Power standard but a 
three-and-a-half-Power standard. Ti he 
included the naval expenditure of America 
in 1903, namely, £17,000,000, he found 
that the total naval expenditure of 
France, Russia, and America was pre- 
cisely the same as it was proposed 
that England should spend in the present 
year. Therefore, including America among 
our possible enemies, we were still on a 
three-Power standard instead of two. It 
would of course be said at once that the 
pay of our sailors, who were engaged by 
volunt»ry enlistment, was higher than that 
of compulsory service men abroad, So 
far as regarded America that argument 
however did not apply at all because the 
pay in general jor American seamen was 
in excess of that of English seamen. 
Even restricting the comparison to Conti- 
nental compulsory service nations, he 
thought it would be found that the pay 
of the Navy did not represent a very 
large percentage of the whole. So that 
an explanation of the different rates of 
pay here and abroad would only go a 
short distance to furnish the explanation 
required. On another point, namely, that 
of naval construction, which represented 
a large proportion of the total Estimates. 
he thought the hon. Gentleman would 
admit that the construction of ships in 
England might be roughly taken as 3° 
per cent. cheaper than abroad, and he 
believed he should be correct in stating 
that, comparing English construction with 
American, the cost in this country would 
be toevena larger proportion cheaper than 
in America. He should imagine naval 
construction here was something like 50 
per cent. cheaper than in America, and, 
viewing the matter in a broad sense, he 
should think the cheapness of construction 
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here fully counterbalanced, and more than 
counterbalanced, the additional cost of 
pay under our free system of enlistment. 
He wanted to know how the Govern- 
ment justified the present Estimates of 
£42,000,000 in view of the comparatively 
small expenditure of foreign countries. 
He was altogether in favour of a strong 
Navy, but they must draw the line some- 
where. It was an obvious danger which 
lay before this country, that instead of 
following in the dance of increased Naval 
Estimates it was we who were leading the 
dance. Not only to justily the present 
Estimates but also to prevent a large 
increase in foreign naval Estimates, a 
full statement of the comparative progress 
of the Navy was required. The inclusion 
in the Return presented yesterd:y of the 
expenditure under the Naval Works Act 
was a very satisfactory new departure, 
and he would suggest a similar procedure 
in the case of the Army, where there was 
also a similar large loan expenditure, and 
in the case of all those Departments which, 
outside the ordinary Budget, spent large 
sums of borrowed capital in the course of 
the financial vear. 


*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON (Middle- 
sex, Ealing) said it was a good many 
years since he had taken a part in a 
naval debate in the House. Frequent 
reference had been made tothe standard 
that our Navy should be equal to the 
fighting power of the other new navies, 
and as the author of the standard he 
might be allowed to refer to the 
circumstances in which it was adopted. 
Down to 1885 there was practically only 
one country which had a great fleet, 
viz., France. Russia and Germany were 
developing a sea-going fleetin place of 
the shallow guardships, and therefore it 
was thought desirable, considering the 
overwhelming importance of our com- 
merce, that we should fix on a figure and 
on an establishment which would be equal 
tothe combined forces of any two nations. 
He believed that that standard, estimated 
fairly, was a legitimate standard, and one 
below which we certainly ought not to go. 
Looking through the Estimates, he was 
impressed by two things. Since the 
Naval Defence Act, the growth of 
Vote 1, which was for the men, was 
only 50 per cent., but when the Vote for 
ennstruction was come to, the increase 
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was found to be enormous. The 
expenditure contemplated by the Act to 
keep the Fleet up to the standard laid 
down, was £2,600,000 a year, but the 
amount now asked for new construction 
was £11,600,000. In other words the 
increase for construction was 400 per 
cent., while the increase for prvsonne! was 
only 57 percent. At this critical stave 
of affairs in the Far East, he would not 
be a party to anything which would pre- 
vent the Government getting the money 
they considered desirable, but he thought 
we needed some accurate classification of 
the fighting power of the ships on which 
our standard was based, because it was 
very easy by alittle manceuvring to show 
that expenditure was much too great, or 
much too little. What was really wanted 
vas some accurate classification of our 
ships, taking ship by ship. Two condi- 
tions ought to govern that classificaticn 
—Ist, the size of the ship; 2nd, the date 
at which it was designed, not the date at 
which it was put in commission, because 
we designed and built our ships rapidly, 
and by making the date that on which she 
was put in commission, a ship of inferior 
class might be put into a higherclass. The 
present Board of Admiralty hed made 
msny improvements in various directions, 
and he entirely agreed with the general 
policy of Lord Selborne, but a_ tre- 
mendous respcnsibility attached to the 
expenditure of gigantic sums concentrated 
in a few hands, At present outside the 
Admiralty there were a large numter oi 
private firms engaged on works connected 
with munitions of war almost identical 
with that on which the officials of the 
Admiralty were engaged. He thouglit it 
most desirable that we should draw for 
consultative purposes on that outside 
opinion in connection with the design of 
ships. Itshould be remembered that the 
better the design of a ship, the longer 
would that ship remain an effective fight- 
ing machine; and the worse the design 
the shorter it would remain an effective 
fighting machine. Therefore, the worse 
the design the larger would be the expen- 
diture. One of the difficulties in ad- 
ministering Navy affairs was, that there 
was a natural desire that the Department 
should not lose touch with the most 
modern, or what was supposed to be the 
most progressive, ideas, but which often 
were the fads of the moment. Over and 
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over again it had occurred that a very large 
sum of money had been spent on some 
new idea, and that money was afterwards 
pfoved to have been wasted. 


There were three branches of ex- 
penditure connected with the matériel 
of the Navy—guns, machinery, and 
displacement. He thought that the 
consultative committee of outside 
engineers which Lord Selborne had 
established in regard to guns and machin- 
ery was a most excellent institution. 
Might not something of the same kind be 
established in connection with the designs 
of our ships? He had every confidence 
in the present head of the Construction 
Department of the Admiralty; such ships 
as he had designed showed hiscompetency. 
He also thought that anyone acquainted 
with Sir W. White’s work would admit 
that that gentleman had _ conferred 
immeasurable benefits on the Navy by 
the remarkable series of effective designs 
he had prepared. But there were certain 
things connected with our battleships and 
cruisers Which he had never been able to 
get a Satisfactory explanation of from the 
Admiralty. Take the case of displacement. 
Foreign constructors allowed more guns, 
armament, and machinery for a particular 
displacement than we did. By way oi 
explanation it was said that we gave 
more accommodation to our men, carried 
more ammunition, coal, and other things. 
But, when that had been allowed for, it 
did not account for the remarkable 
difference there was between the carrying 
capacity of British and foreign vessels. 
The difference must, it seemed to him, be 
attributable either to our using heavier 
internal fittings, or to the form of our 
vessels being less favourable to carrying 
capacity. He remembered some years 
ago when discussing the carrying capacity 
of British and foreign ships with Sir E. 
Harland, the head of the Belfast firm of 
shipbuilders, that that gentleman stated 
that if he were allowed to alter the form of 
in Admiralty cruiser he could build it to 
give quite 500 tons more carrying 
capacity, and an extra half knot of speed, 
whilst complying with all the other 
conditions of the Admiralty. Subse- 
quently Sir E. Harland assured him that 
he could do the same thing in building 
battleships. He desired, therefore, to 
suggest that when contracts were given 
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to private yards some latitude should be 
allowed in altering the form of our ships 
from that laid down by the Admiralty. 
His suggestion was two-fold—that the 
contract should be given to outside ship- 
builders, and also that the Admiralty 
should take into consideration the 
desirability of having a small Committee 
with which the head of the Constructive 
Department might consult. He did not 
want that body to be anything more than 
consultative, because he had no desire to 
imptir Executive responsibility in the 
matter of construction; but if we were 
to draw somewhat more on the outside 
experience of private firms, he thought 
we should minimise the likelihood of 
mistakes in the future. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said that the 
Admiralty had every reason to con- 
gratulate themselves on the lines the 
debate had taken. He fully appreciated 
the recognition which had been 
made by nearly every hon. Member 
who had spoken of the efforts of the 
Admiralty. What was more important, 
the debate had been fruitful in criticism 
and suggestion, which the Admiralty 
fully welcomed, and which could not be 
but of the greatest service to the country 
and Navy. He himself felt his personal 
deficiency in having to answer fully the 
criticisms which had come from those who, 
like his noble friend, had himself held for 
a long period the position of First Lord 
of the Admiralty, and other hon. Mem- 
bers who had made a life-long study of 
naval questions, but with the indulgence 
of the Committee he would do his 
best to reply. As regards the speech 
of his noble friend, the accurate 
comparison of one ship or one fleet 
with another was a problem of 
endless difficulty ; but he could assure his 
noble friend that no problem was more 
often discussed within the Admiralty. 
When they came to questions of displace- 
ment and length, innumerable factors 
arose which acted and reacted on one 
another and rendered it impossible that 
any real conclusion could be arrived at in 
a Parliamentary debate. He had in his 
hands a comparison which he thought 
would throw light on this question, a 
comparison between the two new ships 
we had bought—the “ Triumph ” and the 
“Swiftsure,’—which were designed by 
a great constructor, and the “Duncan” 








Nu ry 


class, which were ships of much the same 
size. Before giving the figures, however, 
he wished to point out a very important 
consideration—namely, that if a free 
hand was given to contractors as to the 
design of ships, they could not have 
those homogeneous squadrons to which 
the Admiralty attached so much import 
ance. Not only was it important to 
have ships of similar armament, displace- 
ment, and speed, but it was also of 
enormous importance that the position 
of the guns and the line of fire should 
be homogeneous. He thought it would 
be allowed that, whatever might be the 
ability of any contractor or designer 
outside the Admiralty, it was only 
within the Admiralty itself that all these 
factors and considerations could be 
properly brought together and receive 
their due weight. Then, again, it often 
happened that in comparing one of 
their own ships to 2 ship of a foreign 
nation, some particular point was selected 
on which their ship came out second. 
No such criticism, however, on any 
single point could really in any sense be 
conclusive unless all the other factors, 
and the work the two ships were expected 
to do, were also taken into consideration. 
He would now give the figures to which 
he had referred. The ‘‘ Triumph ” and the 
‘‘Swiftsure ” had on the design draft 2,330 
tons less displacement than the ‘* Duncan” 
class. As completed, the “‘ Duncan ” class 
had worked out to « less displacement of 
330 tons, so that the actual difference 
vas 2,000 tuns almost exactly. In 
equipment there was a difference of 234 
tons, in armament 20 tons, in machinery 
595 tons. That wis a most important 
point. The machinery put into their 
ships was clearly of a stronger class than 
that put into the ships of any other 
country. The engines of the‘ Swiftsure ” 
and “ Triumph ” were very much quicker 
running than those of the ‘ Duncan.” 
Other things being equal, it was certainly 
desirable not to have too quick running 
engines in a battleship; and the 
Admiralty believed that, so far as 
stability and reliability and strength of 
engines were concerned, this difference of 
595 tons was by no means wasted. In 
armour and protection there was a differ- 
ence of 580 tons, in coals 100 tons, and 
770 tons in the hull. Roughly speaking, 
for every ton put into a ship it was 
Mr. Pretyman. 
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necessary to add a ton and a half for the 
necessary space and extra strength of 
the hull, and he had merely quoted these 


figures to show that the extra weight 
had not been thrown away. 
There had been a general feeling 


expressed, which the Admiralty would 
recognise as fully justified, that a very 
great responsibility was incurred in asking 
for this immense sum of money. The 
question must not be judged entirely by 
figures, as could be seen from the fact that 
it was always possible for anyone who 
desired to prove that we were a long way 
below the two-Power standard to take 
figures and do so. He had no doubt his 
hon. friend the Member for Chester could 
prove that on behalf of the Navy League. 


Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) said he 
would be very happy to prove that we 
had got no margin at all. _!. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said that some hon. 
Members had proved to their own satis- 
faction that this country had a very 
large margin indeed. But onthe question 
of how they stood as compared with other 
countries, there was, he thought, one cir- 
cumstince of very great importance, and 
that was, that our Navy was not 
affiliated tothe shores and ports of the 
United Kingdom. They had the whole 
world mapped out for naval stations, and 
in every quarter of the globe it was 
necessary that our ships should be able 
to find the accommodation and docks 
and stores they required, so that they 
might be absolutely efficient for war. 
That was a condition of affairs which 
prevailed in no other country, and it 
accounted to a large extent for the very 
heavy expenditure we had as compared 
with other countries. This country could 
not afford to take the risk either that a 
Power which to-day was perfectly friendly 
would be always friendly, or, on the other 
hand, that an enemy’s ship would always 
be without the stores and men -he 
required to make her an efficient ship. 


Mr. YERBURGH: Have the Ad- 
miralty taken into consideration ‘he 
position of a strong neutral Power which 
might possibly interfere in case oi ou! 
possible struggle with two other Powers? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN : Yes; every such 
point is carefully considered. If it was 
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said that it was sufficient if we had a 
Fleet of such strength that it could smash 
the enemy’s fleet, when the high road of 
the sea would be open to our commerce, 
he replied that that needed time. Did 
anyone consider that we could count on 
smashing our enemy in the course of 
a very few weeks, and did he further con- 
sider what amount of food supplies and raw 
material there was in this country at 
any given time to supply our people ’ 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON | sug- 
gested that, as the policy of an enemy 
would be to smash our Fleet, they would 
have no force to spire to attack our 
commerce. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN replied that foreign 
countries, who, alter all, were not all 
fools, were well aware of our weak points, 
which were sufficiently advertised in that 
House. It was well known that we had 
no long supplies of food or raw material 
in this country, and therefore it was 
absolutely necessary in the early stages 
of a war, and before we had obtained the 
mastery of the sea, that we should main- 
tain open the ocean highways, otherwise 
all our expenditure would be rendered 
futile. That was the reason why the 
idditional force of cruisers was necessary 
to police the seas over and above the 
ships, both battleships and cruisers, 
which were required in order to meet the 
organised jorces of the enemy and 
blockade his ports. The present con- 
ditions of naval warfare were such that 
it was practically impossible to seal an 
enemy’s port as in the old days, when 
it the wind was in shore it was impos- 
sible for a ship to come out of harbour, 
and when we knew as well as the enemy 
tle times when it was possible to en- 
deavour to doso. Nowadaysa commerce 
destroyer could issue on the darkest nights 
in any weather, «nd the damage that 
could be done to our commerce in that 
Wwayjwas obviousjto every one. 


_ Mr. ‘GIBSON {BOWLES: My hon. 
triend does not surely intend to suggest 
that one or any number o/ destroyers 
could starve us out. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said it was not 
necessary to stop all the avenues to our 
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shores in order to starve us. It would be 
sufficient to cause enormous distress if 
the price of commodities or raw material 
were raised 200 or 300 per cent. by the 
capture of some important ships. 


Turning to other points, he admitted 
that there were a considerable number o 
breaksdown of cruisers in the last 
manceuvres, but this was almost entirely 
connected with the question of the training 
of stokers, and the greatest attention 
was being given to this matter by th- 
Admiralty. It was going too far to say 
that Osborne was a place only for th» 
sons of the rich. If the expenses which 
parents woud incur during the extra two 
years their sons now spent at Osborne 
were compared with the expenses formerly 
spent upon crammers and examinations. 
the balance of cheapness would be found 
largely to lie with Osborne. The Navy 
never had consisted of the class of rich 
men, and he was perfectly convinced that 
nothing in the present scheme would 
bring about any change in that direction. 
The Japanese method advocated by the 
hon. Member must involve several com- 
petitive examinations, and it was the 
opinion of all naval officers with whom 
he had come into contact that they could 
not begin the education of a boy too 
young in a naval atmosphere. The choice 
as to ages lay between twelve or thirteen 
and seventeen or eighteen ; there was no 
middle course. It was not quite accurate 
to say that under the old system the 
public schools failed to meet the demand. 
The truth was that the boys went to 
crammers instead of to the schools, 
because it was not convenient that they 
should leave the public schools after such 
a short stay. The boys were not at the 
schools long enough to imbibe public 
school traditions, consequently, as the 
greatest gain to character was derived 
from the last two years of the ordinary 
period of public school life, the object 
of the Government in desiring that class 
of boy was largely defeated. 


The hon. Members for King’s Lynn and 
Salford had asked questions about fuel and 
coal. The question of fuel and coal for 
the Navy was occupying the very careful 
attention of the Admiralty ; but he did not 
think it would be to the advantage of the 
country if he were to go into the details. 
The problem the Admiralty had to solve 
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was the burning of oil fuel in combination 
with coal, and this clearly affected the 
question of the coal supplies. He entirely 
agreed that the particular kind of coal 
which under present circumstances they 
were obliged to use was found only in 
limited areas, and that there was no 
reason to hope that future discoveries 
would largely extend those areas. In- 
quiries, however, were being made on this 
very question, and not only were the 
Admiralty in close communication on the 
question of coal supplies with the Coal 
Commission, which was now sitting, but 
they had two Departmental Committees 
dealing with the question of oil fuel and 
its application, and experiments were 
being carried out from day to day. He 
assured the Committee that the matter 
Was engaging the closest attention of the 
Admiralty, and he hoped that that would 
be accepted as a sufficient statement at 
the present stage. He could not say 
at the moment what would be the cost on 
non-effective Votes resulting from the new 
system of retirement. The object of the 
Admiralty was to obtain flag-officers in the 
full vigour of life, and if there was one 
thing on which naval authorities were more 
fully agreed than another, it was that, 
considering the enormous responsibility 


that was thrown on an admiral of the 
present time as compared with the 
admiral of times past, it was of 


supreme importance to secure for the 
position young officers in full possession 
of their mental and physical faculties. 
As to the question of ships in reserve 
abroad, it had been suggested that 
possibly a first-class cruiser might be laid 
up at Hong-Kong. The matter had been 
carefully considered, and the Admiralty 
had come to the conclusion that it was 
neither economical or possible in the 
present strength of the Fleet, to send any 
ships to foreign stations unless they 
were really required by considerations of 
the balance of naval power; to adopt any 
other course would result in more loss 
than gain. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH (Bristol, W.) 
said he was anxious to say something on 
two matters of great national importance 
—the financial question and the question 
of the Naval Reserve. He thought that 
with regard to the financial question they 
all occupied common ground. At least 


Mr, Pretyman. 
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he had heard no difference of opinion 
among the Members who had taken part 
in the debate—no matter on what side of 
the House they sat—that this country 
occupied an exceptional position with 
respect to its naval needs, and that we 
were bound, at whatever cost, to keep our 
Navy up to the strength that would en- 
enable the country to retain its position 
of supremacy. That strength might fairly 
be taken to be, roughly speaking, the 
two-Power standard, with something 
additional in the cruiser class. But what 
he thought had not been satisfactorily 
shown by his hon. friend the Secretary 
of the Admiralty, in spite of the ability 
and knowledge he had displayed in his 
speech, was that in the Estimates 
which were now presented there was 
not a very considerable expenditure 
beyond what was required to secure that 
standard. He hoped he should not be 
charged with a desire improperly to 
curtail the expenditure on the Navy. 
During the years that he was Chancello” 
of the Exchequer he had made _ himself 
responsible for Navy Estimates which 
were raised from £19,000,000 in 1895-96 
to over £31,000,000 in 1902-3. He 
accepted the two-Power standard: he 
accepted the proposals of the Admir- 
alty in order to keep up to that stan- 
dard, and he believed that in so <loing 
he was best carrying out his duty to the 
House and to the country. But since 
the Estimates of 1902-3—the last for 
which he was responsible—the House 
was asked to sanction an _ additional 
expenditure of something like £5,500,000 
on the Navy. He did not think 
his hon. friend the Secretary to the 
Admiralty had made out a case for that 
additional expenditure. He admitted the 
delicacy of the position in which the repre- 
sentative of the Admiralty found hin- 
self in discussing these matters, and he 
fully agreed as to the difficulty in 
instituting a comparison ship by ship 
between our Navy and the navy of 
another country. But the House was 
able to apply the test of expenditure. 
If the Admiralty, having been granted a 
certain sum of money, had not spent 
that sum as economically and as efficiently 
as the naval authorities of other 
countries spent the amounts that were 
granted to them, that was the fault of 
the Admiralty and not of the House. 


Several hon. Members had referred to the 
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growth of our naval expenditure within | by his hon. friend. He must say that, 
recent years as comp2red with that of | unless there had been such an increase, 


other Powers. 


He did not wish to repeat | he failed to see the justification for the 


the figures, they told their own tale, and | new construction Estimates of the present 


they had not been explained by the Secre- | year. 


tary to the Admiralty. The 
reply of his hon. friend was, 
there were circumstances connected | 
with the requirements of our Fleet | 
in so many quarters of the clobe | 


which necessitated a comparatively larger | Barrour, Manchester, E.): 


expenditure on the maintenance of our | 
squadrons at sea than was required of | 


other countries. 
this respect which the Committee ought | 
not to forvet, viz., that we certainly did | 


There was one thing in | 


such increase of expenditure by this fact | 
that so larze a proportion of our Navy was | 


always at seaand therefore would be more 
ready if the time should ever unhappily 
come to engage 1n war 
nation, 


He would take what, after all, was 
the real test in this matter, new con- 
struction. He had made acaleulation when 
he was Chancellor of the Exchequer, that 
during the five years ended March, 1901, 
this country expended £35,000,000 in new 
construction, whereas France and Russia, 
the two countries with which we had been 
generally comparing ourselves, expended 
something less than £31,000,000 during 
the same period. There was an excess of 
£4,000,000 in the five years in the ex- 
penditure of this country upon new con- 
struction. But that was not all. In| 


1901-2 our Estimate for new construction | 
was £9,000,000, and so far as he was able 


to ascertain the construction of 
France 

£7,000,000, He had no figures with regard 
to France and Russia for 1902-3, but our 
own new construction in that year was 
estimated also at j 
The Estimate for new construction in 
this year’s Estimates was £11,600,000, 
increase 


new 


an of £2,500,000. It was 
considered sufficient by the Govern- 
ment of the day in 1901-2 and 


1902-3 to estimate £9,000,000 for new 
construction in those two years. Why 
had £2,500,000 more been put on now. 
Had there been an increase in the pro- 


with any other | 


and Russia cost something under | 
land then 
| pledged to a very heavy expenditure in 
| subsequent years. 
about £9,000,000. | 


He knew that part of the 


only | £11,600,000 was due to the purchase of 
that | the two Chilian warships. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
| LORD or rHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Hear, hear! 


*Srr M. HICKS BEACH said part of 
that was new construction in anticipation 
|of subsequent years. He had _ failed, 


' | however, to hear from his hon. friend 
derive enormous advantages from any | 


the Secretary to the Admiralty that he 
anticipated that the amount to be ex- 
pended on new construction in later years 


would be diminished by the amount 
spent on the purchase of those Chilian 
| Ships. 

*Mr. PRETYMAN said he had stated 


that they proposed to omit altogether 
from the programme already approved, 
one new battleship this year, and possibly 
another one later on. The total amount 
taken this year for new programme con- 
a tion out of £11,600,000, exclusive of 
the “Triumph ” and “Swiftsure,”’ was only 
£642,000—that was all they were asking 
for new construction, and the whole of 
the remainder of the £11,600,000 was to 
be expended on the construction of ships 
begun already with the _——— and 
knowledge of the House. tPF SS 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said chat was 
always the way. A small sum was asked 
for in the beginning of a new programme, 
Parliament was held to be 


He hoy ped he might 
understand that the pte seth intended 
to diminish our new construction bill in 
the future by the value of these ships 
[Opposition cries of ‘“No.”]; but the 
Estimate was stil! £2,500,000 beyond 
what was thought sufficient two years 
ago. What had any two of the strongest 
Powers spent in new construction during 
| the years that followed 1901, as compared 
with our own expenditure? The Ad 


gramme of other countries with which we | miralty were well supplied with an 
Were obliged to compete, such as would Intelligence Department, and if that 
justify it? That had never been stated | | information were laid before them they 
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appreciate the necessity of these Esti- 
mates, 
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to add with 
regard to finance, what had already been 
enforced on the Commitee in the pro- 





would be in a much better position 4 He was only anxious 
| 
| 


gress of this debate. His hon. friend the 
He did not question? the necessity | Secretary to the Admiralty admitted 
of increasing expenditure on the Naval | most frankly that this debate had been 
Reserves; he should like to see that | one of rea! value. It had not been con- 
Estimate larger than it was. When| fined, as he had heard debates on Naval 
the present Government came into office | Estimates confined, to the Members for 
in 1895-96, the number of men and | dockyard boroughs speaking on behalf of 
boys, permanently employed in the Navy, | their constituents, or to professiona! men 
estimated for was 88,850; in 1904-5, this | speaking on behalf of naval officers. In 
had increased to 131,000, the increase | the present debate the great question of 
being continuous. He did not say it had | finance had at last, and none too soon, 
been too great, as compared with the | occupied the attention of the Committee; 
number of ships that had been built. and, though he hoped no _ financial 
But it was an increase that could not difficulty would ever prevent them from 
indefinitely go on, not merely on financial | voting every penny that was required for 
grounds, although that was bad enough, | the efficiency of the strongest Navy in 
involving as it did an increase of | the world, yet he hoped they would en- 
barracks, hospitals, pay, clothing, and | deavour to ascertain the rea] grounds of 
provisions. which would impose a burden the particular Estimates which the 
on the country which he did not think the |Government from time to time presented, 
country would tolerate very long. But | before assuming that the enormous and 
besides this, if the rate of increase were | increasing sums that were perpetual'y 
maintained, they would exhaust their | asked for were all of them required. 
supply, and not be able to find the men re- 
quired. He saw with great pleasure that | 
the Admiralty were at last doing some- 
thing to establish a real Reserve, in 
pursuance of the recommendations cf 
the Committee which was presided over 
by the right hon. Member for Berwick. 
but he wished they were moving faster 
in this direction. He was convinced 
that we should never have a sufficient 
number of men for the purpcses of our 
Navy in war until we had established quiet matter-of-fact way in which they 
whole heartedly in the naval service, 80 | had been received. But underneath there 
far as it could be applied to that Service, had been a note of warning to the Admir- 
the on short service and Reserves | ait. that the larger the Estimates became 
which worked so admirably in the Army : oo ae ep 
. Rees s __» | the more incumbent it was upon them to 
in the course of the South African war. 5. deen aad ta: aaleily tha Meus te 
He did not suggest that the twe services | ~~ if Z he j ioe Esti red He 
were identical, because there were reasons citi pesca ert ri my ay friend 
neer PTIlA aww i J e . ° 
fe engse sarin in the any Sam | Sue cece ewe tol 
“ “1;. Committee being prepared not to refuse 


however, that more might be done in this “ane V pep tinge 
direction than had been yet attempted— the Admiralty any Vote which they ar 
for instance, stokers might be short forward as necessary for the defence 0 
"te : ‘ : ae Y : as ee 
service men. He trusted the Admiralty | the country. The Committee, as in past 
would seriously give their attention to | Years, continued to give its confidence to 
| the Admiralty; but there was a danger. 
if the Estimates continued to increase, of 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) thought the right hon. 
Gentleman had very well presented what 
was the feeling of the Committee generally 
with regard to the present Navy Estimates. 
The right hon. Gentleman spoke in a quiet 
and resolute tone, but also ina tone of 
grave warning. The two remarkable 
features of the debate had been the tre- 
mendous size of the Estimates and the 


this matter and not be influenced too 


much by officers, who naturally desired | that contidencs helae theken, sed, 

to have as many trained and experienced | shaken, very little might serve to impel 

men in their commands, even in time Of | the Committee to the other extreme. 

peace, as it was possible for them to| He thought that what was in the mind 

obtain. |of the Committee, as well as in thatvoi 
Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Bristol, even more than the amount 
of the present Estimates, was the fear of 
an indefinite increase in future years. It 
was the fact thit at present they saw no 
sign of the increase being arrested which 
had gone on so rapidly in previous years, 


and which was causing the gravest 
anxiety. Was it quite true to say that 


this increase in our Estimates, which did 
undoubtedly depend on the increases of 
the Estimates of other Powers, and there- 
fore depended on the general increase of 
the Navies of the world, was in no sense 
the result of our own initiative? The 
hon. Member for Exeter made a very 
searching comment when he asked if it 
was quite certain that we were not in this 
mattersometimes leading the dance. He 
remembered that when the Naval Defence 
Act was proposed, with £21,000,000 the 
whole programme was put down at once, 
and the total sum it would cost. And the 
impression conveyed to the Committee at 
the time by Mr. Goschen was that, by 
naming so large a sum, we should dis- 
courage the building of other Powers. He 
believed the effect was exactly the 
opposite, and that, instead of discouraz- 
ing the building of other Powers, this 
great effort on our part had increased the 
rivalry. In 1885 the standard set and 
maintained by Mr. Gladstone’s Govern- 
ment was to lay down two ships for every 
one ship laid down ny the French Govern- 
ment. Under the Naval Defence Act, 
the standard changed, and then came the 
two- Power standard. The two Powers 
were, of course, France and Russia. But 
why? Because those two Powers were 
then the two Powers which had the 
largest Navies. That standard must not be 
taken to apply to any two Powers in parti- 
cular, but to the two Powers which at the 
time of speaking had the largest Navies. 
The origin of the rivalry was France. If 
the happy relations which existed to-day 
between ourselves and France had existed 
in previous days, was it quite certain that 
the French rivalry would have been so 
great, and was it not possible that, taking 
France as the second naval Power in the 
world, if the good relations which now 
existed between her and ourselves were 
maintained, it might have a beneficial 
result in reducing the rivalry between 
these two nations, and therefore of 
reducing the two-Power standard ? 


{1 Mar 
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France had stopped her increase; she 
had actually made reductions. It was 
staied somewhat emphaticaily in France 
last year that at one time she had 
reduced her naval force in the Mediter 
ranean. It had occurred to him to wonder 
whether it would not be possible for us 
to make some reply, without endanzering 
our maritime supremacy, to that step on 
the part of France, thus proving our 
readiness to follow suit. It might be 
quite possible that the Government of a 
country like France might not be willing, 
before its Chamber, to say it was prepared 
to make reductions, though it might be 
willing to give practical indications of its 
disposition to do so, If a Government 
such as that of France was prepared to 
do that, and the reduction of her Fleet in 
the Mediterranean was such an indication, 
then it was only prompt action on ou 
part in following suit which would enable 
that Government to maintain its position 
before its own Chamber and to follow 
that up by carrying out those reductions 
as a permanent policy. He held that out 
rather for the future, because, of course, 
with this deplorable war in the Far East, 


it was not a favourable time tu 
expect other countries to choose this 
moment for making alterations in their 


naval expenditure or their naval pro- 
gramme. But with regard to the 
future, when the present trouble passed 
¢away, and if our present friendly relations 
with France were maintained, he hoped 
that no opportunity would be lost of 
turning that friendly spirit to practical 
advantage by some mutual agreement 
with regard to stopping the increase in 
the Fleets. Ther emust be 
interpretation of the two-Power standard. 
It was all very well for to-day, but sup- 


a reasonable 


posing the United States entered into 
rivalry in shipbuilding ? She had both 
hands free for that purpose. She had 


not got to maintain a standing 
army as our Continental neighbours had. 
She was as free as ourselves to say an\ 
day that a big Fleet was necessary to her, 
and she could spend upon that what 
other nations spent upon their armies. 
If she chose to take that view, she could, 
of course, with her enormous population 
and extraordinary resources, build the 
greatest fleet the world had ever seen. 
And therefore, when they talked of the 
two- Power standard, the Committee 
| ought to bear in mind that that standard 


great 
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must always have a reasonable interpreta- 
tion, and that circumstances might arise 
under which policy would have to take 
the place of the maintenance of the two- 
Power standard. 

With regard to the choice of naval 
officers, he did not entirely agree with his 
hon. friend the Member for Dundee. He 
thought the boys ought to be taken young. 
The experience of naval officers was pre- 
ponderating, if not unanimous, on the 
point that they got the best naval officers 
by taking the boys young. If boys were 
taken young, then he was entirely against 
the idea of competitive cramming ex- 
aminations, and if they did not have 
competitive examination they were 
thrown back on the system which the 
Admiralty had adopted. He hoped the 
Admiralty were making that system, as 
he thought they were, a system of, as 
far as possible, testing general ability and 
general knowledge. But if the House 
trusted them to nominate, upon them lay 
the responsibility to see that the nomina- 
tions were dealt with without prejudice 
and with widespread impartiality. He 
was glad to hear the Secretary to the 
Amiralty state that there would be no 
increase of expense entailed on parents 
who wished to send their sons into the 
Navy, because he thought that any 
narrowing of the area would be ex- 
ceedingly bad. He agreed with the 
Secretary to the Admiralty that it was 
not a very hopeful experiment to try to 
get boys from the public schools for the 
reasons he stated. He disagreed entirely 
with his hon. friend the Member for 
Dundee in his estimate of the public 
schools. His hon. friend said they gave 
an inkling of knowledge. He did not 
dispute that the English public schools 
had their fair proportion, but not more, 
of boys who had a natural disinclination 
for knowledge. But if his hon. friend 
had known more of the English public 
schools he would have known that the 
energy with which the authorities pressed 
knowledge upon that class of boys was 
sometimes carried to the point of incon- 
venience. He discounted some of his 
hon. friend’s prejudice against the 
English public schools because he knew 
it was one which was shared by a great 
many of his hor. friends who came from 
the North. That it was an honest and 


venuine opinion on their part he had no | 


Sir Edward (rey. 
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doubt, but he did not think it was 
founded on very large experience, and 
he was bound to say that he thought it 
arose to a certain extent from prejudice. 
But for the other reasons the Secretary 
to the Admiralty gave, he did not think 
the English public schools or any public 
schools were a source to draw from for 
the Navy. If boys had to enter the 
Navy at sixteen or seventeen, he did not 
think parents would send them to public 
schools, and he thought, therefore, it was 
better to follow the confirmed opinion of 
officers of the Navy, that boys should be 
taken young without making an effort to 
get them from public schools. 


With regard to the Reserves, he was not 
prepared to go beyond the decision to 
which the Committee, of which he was 
a member, came to with regard to the 
present introduction of short. service in 
the Navy. He thought the Committee 
recommended as much as the Admiralty 
could well put into practice at the present, 
though there was room for expansion 
when experience justified that expansion. 
The Admiralty had not yet been able t» 
bring iu operation all the Committee’s 
recommendations with regard to the new 
class of firemen and engine-room artificers, 
who were as important as any other 
matter connected with the Reserves. The 
Admiralty offered very good terms—he 
might say they were liberal terms, which 
he thought would be naturally calculated 
to induce men to enlist for this class of 
work. But something more than the offer 
of good terms was required. These men 
in the reserve class of firemen would have 
to be drawn from some of the greatest 
works in the country. They might offer 
good terms, they might make the men 
willing to engage, but unless they made 
arrangements with their employers they 
would not be able toget the men. They 
should do everything in their power to 
make it known that the Admiralty must 
to a considerable extent in regard to 
this class of reserve depend on the 
patriotism of the employers in the great 
works, many of whom derived a great 
part of their business direct from the 
Admiralty, and all of whom had a specia! 
interest in this matter. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If I intervene 
for a few moments in this debate 
it is not to continue the discussion 
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begun by my right hon. friend on the 
subject of the Reserve and continued by 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite. 
They speak with a knowledge on that 
matter to which I cannot pretend, and 
perhaps it is only necessary for me to 
emphasise what has already been so well 
put by my hon. friend the Secretary to 
the Admiralty, that the Admiralty are 
working not only hard but effectively at 
this question and that the amount of the 
Reserve is gradually increasing. I do 
not wish to labour that point. I rather 
rise beciuse a broader issue was raised 
by my right hon. friend the Member for 
West Bristol, and was touched on by the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite, namely, | 
the magnitude of the present Navy 
Estimates, and consequently, the 
necessity, or want of necessity, there may 
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be in our international position for asking 
from the House and from the taxpayers 
of the country the enormous sums which 
! quite admit are asked for the naval | 
power of the country. My right hon. | 
friend the Member for West Bristol, while | 
he was Chancellor of the Exchequer, also | 
dwelt upon the dangers which he saw in | 
the growing expenditure of the country, 
and if he spoke to the House in that 
sense while he was responsible for its 
finances, and while he was, of course, 
bound by the policy to which he was a 
party, none can complain that, in the 
position of freedom in which he now finds | 
himself, he should emphasise again the | 
lesson which he has brought to our notice 
belore, and should impress upon the 
House the absolute necessity under which | 
we are, in the public interest, of examin- 
ing critically the necessity or the alleged | 
necessity for the immense expenditure on | 
new construction which the House is | 
asked to sanction. I think the warning 
ot my right hon. friend was not only 
periectly justifiable in substance and per- 
fectly moderate in tone, but was a 
valuable warning, and I think the House 
ought to watch when he sees, and they 
see, how the Navy Estimates are growing ; 
and not merely the amount of the 
Estimates, but the general European 
and Asiatic situation, which alone can 
justify what the country is asked to 
expend. : 


The right hon. Baronet opposite cast 
his memory back to a time when the 
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principle of shipbuilding in this country 
was that two English ships should be 
laid down for every single French 
ship. Of course that period has 
long passed away, and, for many years 
now, What has been called the two-Power 
standard has been in force. There is 
nothing sacred in the two-Power standard, 
There is, I fear, no absolute security thet 
in no conceivable circumstances more than 
two Powers might not be ranged against 
us. I have certainly always interpreted 
the two-Power standard as meaning « 
two-Power standard with something of 
the nature of a margin. Ido not believe 
that we have exceeded the principle I 
have just laid down in any programme 


| that we have ever asked the House to 


sanction before, or which we are asking 
the House to sanction now. My right 
hon. friend, I think, based his comparison 
upon the amount of expenditure for new 


/construction, and I think he thereby 


raised a very interesting point—the rela- 
tive cost of construction in various coun- 
tries. I may say, with regard at all events 
to one country, and the accuracy of the 
published figures as to the amount spen 
in that country upon new construction, 
that the safer estimate after all is not 
what the ships cost, but what ships are 
built, and what the ships are when built. 
It may be the fact—I do not think it is 
and I do not think we suspect it to be 
the fact—that our cost of building is 
excessive, but after all that is not the 
point we are now on, although it is 
important. The point is the strength of 
the Fleet we have got to provide. Thit 
is to be determined not by the amount 
spent in other countries, avowed or un- 
avowed, for new construction, but upon 
the ships actually lid down and our 
estimate of the time at which the ships 
are likely to be completed. That is tlie 
only solid basis on which we can go; and 
it is on that that the Admiralty have 
framed their Estimates for the present 
year, and [ imagine rightly. 


Let me remind the Committee of 
another fect not always present in 
their minds, but which cannot be 
lost sight of. The mere fact thst 


there are now so many more important 
navies in the world than there were 
a quarter of a century ago is in itself 
considerable cause for anxiety. Suppos- 
ing—I hardly like even to suggest so 
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tragic a possibility—that we were 
involved in war with two great maritime 


Powers—supposing such a war could 
hardly end without immense _ losses, 


immense maritime losses, immense losses 
in ships and material, both on the part of 
our enemy and on the part of ourselves. 
In that case other navies would possibly 
remain intact, and a country which had 
not allowed itself to be drawn into the 
vortex of the war would then occupy a 
position which they do not occupy now, and 
that would necessarily put their Govern- 
ment in a position, from the naval and mari- 
time point of view, which they do not at 
present occupy. You cannot put aside 
that possibility. For a Minister even to 
mention the possibility of war is a thing 
which I am very reluctant to do, and 
I do not think for a minute that 
any such dreadful contingency is one 
that we have at present any reason to 
apprehend; but when we are talking of 
our Navy we are talking about the 
possibility of war, for if war were not 
possible we would not have a Navy; and 
I am forced, therefore, when I am indi- 
cating in general outlines the reasons 
which have compelled the Government 
to call, in these Estimates, on the country 
to. make such great sacrifices, to state 
possibilities which did not exist twenty- 
five years ago, and which every year 
makes more important—I will not say 
more menacing—but, at all events, brings 
home more and more clearly to those 
who are responsible for the naval and 
military policy of the Empire. 


Of course, it is mere commonplace, 
familiar to every man in this House, and 
which necessarily comes up in every 
debate, that our position in relation to 
the Navy is different from that oi every 
other nation in the world. The right 
hon. Baronet has mentioned America. 
What possible comparison can there be 
between the dependence of America on 
her Navy and the dependence of Great 
Britainon ours. There is no comparison. 
And if there is no comparison in the 
case of America is there a comparison 
in the case of France’? Is there a com 
parison in the case of Germany, which 
is not open to attack ; or in the case of 
Russia, which is absolutely free from any 
attack by sea, except in the extreme far 
eastern limit of its dominions! We 
stand alone in the fact that our Navy 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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is substantially and essentially a defen- 
sive force, and that the navies of most 
other nations, though they may have a 
defensive aspect, are essentially attack- 
ing and aggressive navies. Well, Sir, can 
we do less than what we are doing, 
which is to lay down our ships as other 
nations lay down theirs? Hon. Gentle- 
men appear to suppose that we start an 
enormous programme which is_ then 
imitated and rivalled by other nations. 
I do not think—I speak with deference 
to my hon. friends who are, of course, 
more familiar with the details than I am 
but I do not think that has ever been 
done. I think that it has ever been om 
policy to see what other nations are doing 
in the way of laying down ships, and 
immediately to make the necessary reply. 
I think my right hon. friend has been 
justified, on financial grounds, in warning 
us of the dangers incidental to this great 
expenditure ; and though I think 
suggested an interesting line of investiga- 
tion when he compared the cost of ship- 


building here and the cost in othe: 
countries, after all, what we have got 


to consider in discussing the amount of 
expenditure we have to face upon ships, 
is that the ships that we require—their 
number and their character— depend upon 
the ships which other nations lay down ; 
and so long as this House is careful to see 
thatthe Admiralty does not anticipate what 
other nations do; that we do not, as 
it were, drive them on by excessive and 
ill-considered expenditure of our own, 
but that we simply follow suit and 
take care that they do not outstrip us 
in the race for naval superiority 
so long, I believe, the country will 
support this House in the expenditure. 
large as it is, which we now ask, or any 
other expenditure which the Admiralty 
of the day may deem necessary. I know 
my right hon. friend will do me the 
justice to say that I am as desirous myself 
of diminishing the expenditure, as he is, 
although I think there may be, in his 
mind, occasions on which he would say 
that I had been less active in pressing 
that home than he could have desired. 
But though there may be that divergence 
in methods between my right hon. friend 
and myself in these financial matters, | 
do not think he will dissent from the 
broad principles of policy which on behalt 
of the Government I have ventured to lay 
down. 
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*Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) said he 
wished to congratulate the right hon. 
(rentleman the First Lord of the Treasury 
on his return to an active part in the dis- 
cussions of the House. The anxiety 
shown by hon. Members who had 
engaged in the debate was not to cut 
down the power of the Navy, but to 
look into the great increase in the 
amount of the present Estimates, especi- 
ally the increase in the Construction Vote, 
and inquire whether that was justi- 
tied atthe present time. The financial side 
of the question had been referred to at 
length by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Bristol, who also made 
reference tothe large increase in the num- 
ber of men that would be required. 
Practically every battleship added to the 
Fleet must mean an increase of some 600 or 
700 men who must be more or less 
permanent additions to our forces. They 
must be drawn from sources which are 
already well drained by engineering works 
and the mercantile marine. The Committee 
must view with great apprehension the 
necessity for the increase in the number 
of men at such an enormous rate. The 
Secretary to the Admiralty, if he might 
say so, had not rightly understood the 
point pressed upon him from the Opposi- 
tion side of the House, as well as by hon. 
Members on the other side of the House, 
with reference to the necessities of the 
time, so far as battleships went. They 
had urged that in adding the two Chilian 
battleships to the British Navy, it should 
have been possible to have dropped two 
vessels, not one, out of their programme. 
The Secretary to the Admiralty would 
agree with him that the only way in 
which they could test their strength was 
by taking vessels of comparatively 
modern design. On Monday the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty did not re- 
strict the figures he used to vessels of 
comparatively modern design. But a 
juster basis of estimate of strength was 
by taking battleships not over twenty- 
five years of age, and cruisers not more 
than twenty years of age. Taking that 
basis they at once eliminated a large 
number of out-of-date battleships that 
were useful merely for coast purposes, 
and practically nothing else. What they 
found was that of battleships under 
twenty-five years of age Great Britain 
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in 1908 would have no less than fifty- 
four and Russia and France together 
would have fifty-nine. But even 
if they took another’ basis of 
comparison, namely, the armament of 
those vessels, this country was certainly 
much stronger than Russia and France 
put together—that was, Russia as she 
stood before the present war broke out. 
When they turned to cruisers they found 
that Great Britain not only worked up t> 
the two-Power standard, which was now 
adopted by the Admiralty, but it worked 
up to four-Power standard. Taking 
cruisers of twenty years of age and none 
over that, they found that Great Britain 
in 1908 would have no less than 
seventy-one, and France, the United 
States, Russia, and Germany together 
—the four largest navies of the world, 
excluding our own—would have seventy- 
three, and even their tonnage was slightly 
under ourown. He could, therefore, well 
understand that the hon. Gentleman on 
Monday preferred to use another 
standard for cruisers, namely, the dimen- 
sions of our mercantile marine. Well, if 
that was to be the basis of comparison 
in the future, he took it that our cruisers 
were to be increased in the same proportion 
as our merchant navy, that was to say, 
if we went on possessing one half of the 
merchantmen of the world, as we did at 
the present time, we must therefore have 
cruisers which were equivalent to all the 
other cruisers in the world put together. 
That was a peculiarly loose way of 
estimating the naval strength which 
this country required. 


The hon.Gentleman referred at consider- 
able length to the dangers which our food 
supplies ran in time of war, and, having 
done that, he made reference to the fact 
that our merchant navy amounted to 
something like 15,000,000 tons. That 
might be perfectly true, but of that 
15,000,000 tons he doubted whether 
there was more than 3,500,000 engaged 
in carrying food to this country. And 
in that 3,500,000 he included not only 
British but also foreign vessels cominz 
into our ports. If that was to be the 
basis of comparison, he took it for granted 
that the Admiralty would make their 
cruiser strength correspond not with 
our total of merchant navy, but with the 
proportion of our merchant navy which 
was engaged at the time being in supplying 
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this country with food. If that was the 
case he did not see any justification for 
working up to a four-Power standard. 
In saying that he was sure the hon. 
Gentleman would be well aware that he 
would be one of the last to press on him 
any restriction of our naval power. But 
what he and others urged was that the 
present was not an opportune time for 
increasing the rate at which we were 
adding to the Navy. He believed that 
if they had gone on on their old scale 
they should have been adding a sufficient 
number, commensurate with our financial 
resources, to maintain our position. 


The hon. Gentleman had referred to the 
fact that the “ Lerd Nelson” design was 
not ready—when it was likely to be he 
had not stated. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: The new ships 
will be laid down in the autumn. 


*Mr. RUNCIMAN said he would 
then ask whether the vessels of the 


“Lord Nelson” type which the hon. 
Gentleman had stated were of too great 
displacement, were of too great tonnage, 
or too great length, or too great beam, 
because he would obviously see that this 
was a very great distinction. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said “all together.” 


*Mr. RUNCIMAN said the hon. 
Gentleman must be well aware that for 
the docking of vessels the extreme beam 
would place them at a great dis- 
advantage in many of our dockyards. 
Might he suggest that some time must 
of necessity be taken for improving 
the “Lord Nelson” design, and the 
Admiralty might well have used that 
delay for a further postponement in order 
that a better design, the result of riper 
knowledge, might be adopted in our future 
programme. A further reason, which, 
he thought, had not been sufficiently 
pressed for delaying the increase of 
construction was that we really should 


recognise the fact that the balance of 
power had been disturbed by the war in 
He did not wish to tread 
on any delicate international questions, 
but the fact was that Russia had been 
She had lost one or therefore, 
valuable been only suspended, but abandoned. 
vessels, and that must disturb the Now the Admiralty proceeded to take 


the Far East. 


seriously crippled. 


two—possibly more — most 


Mr. Runeiman, 
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balance of naval power. If the pro- 
cess went further he _ took it 


that there would be a stil® further 
diminution of those ships against which 
we were maintaining the two-Power 
standard. Moreover, the war in the Far 
East was likely to solve many of the pro- 
blems which had been the subjects of 
debate in the House, at the United 
Service Institution and elsewhere. They 
did not know how far the war might 
show us the relative value of battleships 
and cruisers—a point which was not 
solved at the present time—or the 
relative value of armoured cruisers and 
protected cruisers. They did not know 
how far it might affect their policy jin 
reference to the building of destroyers in 
preference to torpedo boats nor how the 
knowledge gained there might lead to 
changes of arming and design. All these 
were reasons for not rushing ahead. All 
he urged was—not the diminution of our 
naval strength, but that they should pro- 
ceed at present with great caution, having 
in view the financial needs of the United 
Kingdom, and also the possibility of 
spending our money to much greater ad- 
vantage twelve months, or even eightecn 
months, hence. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) said 
he wished to press home further the 
question of the three battleships of the 
* King Edward” type the Admiralty were 
about to construct. It was most im- 
portant not only as regarded the policy 
of new construction but also as regarded 
finance. The First Lord of the Treasury 
had just stated that the best way of 
enforcing economy was to carefully watch 
the policy of new construction. He would 
follow that advice. The Secretary to the 
Admiralty stated last session that the new 
programme included three new battleships, 
that he was sorry he could not inform the 
House what their precise design would 
be, but that he could assure hon. Mem- 
bers they would be of a very formidable 
type. Yesterday, the hon. Gentleman 
stated that in the process of working 
out the design, it was found that the 
dimensions would be such that they could 
not be built in any available dockyard; 
their construction had not 
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what appeared to be, from an Admiralty 
point of view and from a financial point 
of view, a most imprudent course. They 
proceeded to lay down ships in accordance 
with the design of the ‘‘ King Edward ” 
class which they themselves admitted 
was not up to the best modern ideas and 
which would in all probability be super- 
seded by a superior type in a few 


years. On the face of it, surely 
that was not a wise policy. The 
“King Edward” was a most expen- 


sive type of battleship, and one which 
in the opinion of the experts wouid not, 
in a few years, be the best type available, 
yet we were going to spend no less than 
£4,500,000 in laying down and building 
three battleships of that type. In view 
of all that had been said, it was surely 
only common prudence to postpone the 
construction of those ships until we 
knew what was the best type to lay 
down. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 5S.) ex- 
pressed his surprise that none of the 
alvocates of economy who had addressed 
the House on this question had had the 
courage to move a reduction of the Vote. 
This, perhaps, was not the best Vote on 
which to move a reduc _ because the 
increase of men in the Navy was auto- 
matic on the new construction, neverthe- 
less he proposed, before he sat down, to 
move a reduction of it. Neither the 
Prime Minister nor the Secretary to the 
Admiralty had satisfied him that the two- 
Power standard had been adhered to. 
It seemed to him, whether it was regarded 
from the point of view of finance or of 
numbers of ships we more nearly 
orn the three-Power standard, 
and, while the Prime Minister assured 
the Committee that these Estimates were 
moderate and absolutely necessary for 
the safety of the Empire, hon. Members 
who had listened to the debate knew 
perfectly well that there had been no 


definite statement demonstrating the 
necessity for these enormous and ex- 


travagant Estimates. He was entirely 
opposed to this heavy burden being 


placed upon his country. Ireland had 
no use for this Navy and he did not think 
a enormous increase was warranted 
by what foreign countries were doing. 
It was only a provocation and a challenge 
to other countries to follow this ex- 
travagant example. He begged to move 


{1 Marcu 1904} 


1418 


that the Vote be reduced by the net 
increase in the number this year of 4,000 
men. 


Estimates, 1904-5. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That 127,100 men and boys be em- 
ploved for the said Services. (Mr. 
OW Muara.) 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) said he had hoped after the 
action of the Admiralty in purchasing 
battleships of a foreign Power that there 
would have been a corresponding decrease 
in the Estimates ofthis year. Instead of 
that not only were Supplementary Esti- 
mates required for the Navy but the 
Estimates generally were larger than 
they had been for many years and at 
a time unfavourable for large expendi- 
ture. Practically the amount was 
double what it was when he first be- 
came a Member of that House. The 
Prime Minister had laid down a doctrine 
that the fleets of other Powers were ag- 
gressive instruments while our: were 
defensive. In his opinion that doctrine 
could not be justified by anyone who 
looked into the facts. and certainly wa; 
no justification for an increase of the 
Naval Estimates of this year. He ex- 
pressed his disappointment at the amount 
of money required for this year. There 
was nothing in our relations with other 
Powers to justify it. We stood better 
now than we had stood in any year dur- 
ing the last ten or twelve years, since 
Lord Spencer commenced to strengthened 
the Fleet. That policy had been followed 
by successive Boards of Admiralty until 
those who had any wish for economy 
should now cry “ Halt.” But he particu- 
larly wished to refer to an incident,avhich 
he mentioned, when the Fleet was in St. 
Andrews Bay. As that matter reflected 
on the officers and men of one of the ships 
he thought it only right that the Secretary 
of the Admiralty should be given an 
opportunity to give the facts of this 
regrettableincident. Noone wouldbe more 
pleased than he if the incident proved not 
to be so grave as he represented, because 
he did not wish to cast unnecessary blame 
upon those to whom they looked with 
pride. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) asked the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he 
could see his way to widen the sphere of 
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nomination for the entrance of cadets into 
the Navy. Several times in past years he 
had cailed attention to the unfairness of 
the system of nomination, and, in his 
opinion, that unfairness would be greatly 
mtensitied under the new plan. Theie 
was a danger that officers would become 
a narrow caste. They came from a very 
narrow basis under the old plan, but he 
feared the basis would be much narrower 
now when the nominations would be fewer. 
This was very unfair to other classes of 
the people, and would dry up the vigour 
and freshness of the class of naval officer. 
It had been admitted during the debate 
that more and more our ships of war were 
becoming floating factories, and, therefore, 
what was wanted was mechanical genius 
and skill. These qualities could be found 
in Laneashire, but under the system of 
nomination they would remain unutilised. 
Young men living in that and other parts 
of the country should be given a fair 
chance, but to prevent them from entering 
the Navy would be unfair and unwise. If 
the prosperity of this country depended 
upon the Navy it should be our object to 
draw to it all the talent possible. What 
were battleships worth if they were not 
properly handled? As patriots it was 
their duty to protest against any narrow- 
ing of the area from which naval officers 
were drawn and not deprive the Navy of 
a service so much required. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN, in reply, said the 
criticism of the hon. Member was founded 
upon an insufficient knowledge of the facts. 
So far from being narrowed, the area of 
original nomination was very greatly 
widened. Under the old scheme nomina- 
tion given by the First Lord entitled the 
recipient to sit for the competitive 
examination, and it was therefore neces- 
sary that the First Lord should exercise 
some care as to whom he nominated. But 
now anapplication for a nomination was 
granted on a very much wider basis, 
because the recipient would come before 
a committee of inspection, who were not 
all naval men, and it was on their report 
that the First Lord would make the 
decision. That was really one of the 
creat advantages of the new system. 
Every boy would have an equal chance. 
In answer to the hon. Member for [ke- 
ston the previous week with regard to the 
“Sutlej’s” launch, he had made inquiries 
into the facts, which generally were as 


Mr. Harwood, 
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had teen stated by the hon. Member, 
but there was considerable difference in 
detail. The launch of the “Sutlej” ran 
ashore in St. Andrews Bay at two o’clock 
in the morning, on a very bad reef of 
rocks, and her bottom was nearly torn 
out. She had ten or twelve holes in her, 
and one gentleman had written to him 
saying he had put his head and shoulders 
through one of them. She was sold at 
public auction for £104, and the people 
who bought her were lucky enough to 
get her off, after spending a considerable 
sum upon her, for £350. [Sir Watter 
Foster : What was her original price ?] 
Her original price was £2,500. He did 
not think, therefore, that the facts were 
of the serious nature that had been 
suggested. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMCND (Clare, E.) 
said he rcse solely to follow his usual 
practice and protest against the expendi- 
ture on these Naval Estimates. He 
pointed out that the House had to 
discuss these Estimates in the absence of 
the Gentleman who should be personally 
responsible for them to this Committee, 
and he was perfectly certain no business 
house could be conducted successfully 
for twelve months if, at the annual 
general meeting, the finances were dis- 


cussed in the absence of the person 
responsible for the conduct of the 
business. While Great Britain and 


Trelend were called upon to vote enor- 
mous sums in order to protect the trade, 
not of Great Britain and Ireland alone, but 
of the Empire as a whole, the rest of the 
Empire contributed practically nothing. 
It had been stated that the Navy was for 
the protection of the trade not of the 
United Kingdom but of the Empire. 
From the British point of view that was 
perfectly true. The British Empire was 
world-wide; its naval stations were 
dotted all over the globe; and its ships 
were in al! the waters of the world for the 
protection of the trade of the Empire. 
From the British point of view it was 
perfectly right and proper to have a 
Navy for that purpose, but if that was 
the reason for its existence, was it common 
justice that the unfortunate taxpayers of 
Ireland, a country with no sea-going 
trade worth spesking of. should be called 
upon to pay to the fullest extent while 
the other portions of the Empire paid 
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practically nothing? Such an arrange- 
ment was altogether one-sided and unjust. 
No one wished better to the self-govern- 
ing Dependencies of the Empire than he 
did, but it was necessary to consider one’s 
interests at home, and when the people 
of Treland were asked to bear their share 
of these increased Estimates, they were 
entitled to demand the reason why the 
self-governing Colonies secured all the 
protection they required without paying 
anything in return. 


Towards the £42,000,000 required this 
year, te Australian Commonwealth had 
agreed to contr.bute £200,000. He would 
make the Government an offer. On one 
condition he would agree to let these Esti- 
mates go through without a word spoken 
or question asked, without an adverse 
vote or any hindrance whatever, and the 
condition was that the people of Ireland 
should be put in the same position as the 
people of the Australian Commonwealth 
in this matter. Would the Government 
take £200,009 irom Ireland as a set-off 
for any advantages she might derive 
from the Navy? The population of 
Ireland was} little greater than that of 
Australia, but the Commonwealth was 
infinitely better able than Ireland to bear 
a proper share of the burden. But what 
did Australia get in return for her 
£200,000? It was not sufficient that 
Great Britain should undertake to defend 
her coasts if attacked, there was to be 
permanently stationed in Australian 
waters a whole fleet. It might be said 
that the Australian peopie would not 


pay more, and that the present 
contribution was secured only with 
great difficulty. That, no doubt, 


was perfectly true, but the fact  re- 
mained that the sum was altogether 
insufficient, andit would be much better 
ii the Government told the Australian 
people to build a Navy for themselves 
and to look after their own interests as 
best they could. He could understand 
such a position being taken up, but he 
could not understand such an arrangement 
as Now existed being entered into. The 
idea of Ireland being in danger of attack 
from any foreign Power was farcical and 
absurd. He did not blame the Australians. 
They were perfectly right in trying to get as 
much for as little as possible, but from the 
Irish point of view the arrangement was 
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monstrously unjust. Then Cape Colony 
contributed £50,000, Natal £35,000, 
while Newfoundland said, ‘‘ We will give 
£3,000 a year, and you must let us have 
the use of the whole Navy if necessary.” 
{An Hon. Megmper: What about 
Canada?] Canada looked towards the 
United States, and everybody knew that 
if there was any trouble that colony 
would at once become incorporated. At 
least, that was his view of it. These 
figures were very picturesque. They 
reminded him very much of the cheap 
flags which were hung out on festive 
occasions to show unity, brotherhood, 
and good feeling. Here was a national 
festival for the British Empire. 
The English, Scotch, Irish, and Welsh had 
hung out flags up to £41,599,090, and the 
Australians had hung out a flag for 
£209,000. It would be infinitely more 
dignified, and more in keeping with the 
spirit of independence which Englishm2n 
were supposed to cherish, if the British 
people said that they would bear th: ex- 
p2ns2 themselves if the Colonies were not 
prepared to make a more reasonabl:, 
fair, and proportionate contribution. 
The figures were simply a mockery of the 
idea of Imperialism. They only went to 
prove that there was no real unity in the 
matter. The people of this country were 
talked to, and lectured to, over and over 
again, about Imperialism, Imperial unity, 
and thinking Imperially, but it all came 
down to this — they had to pay in 


Ireland for all this highfaluting 
while the people in distant parts 
of the Empire got the advantages. 


He had no ill-feeling towards the great 
self-governing Colon'e:, but was it 
unre ison ible, in the faze of these facts and 
figures, that Irishmen should come there 
and protest that they were being unfairly 
treated in regard to the expense of the 
Navy ? 


The navai expenditure, according to 
an answer to a Question put by the hon. 
Member for Exeter, for 1900-1 was 
£32,131,062; for 1901-2, £33,726,491; 
for 192-3. £34,201,994, and the estimated 
expenditure for 1303-4 was £39,221,000, 
and for 1904-5, £42.091,400. He was 
surprised that there was so little protest 
in the House against the extraordinary 
increase in the naval expenditure. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
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Bristo] and some others had spoken of it 
in misgiving tones, but nothing like a real 
protest had been made. The way tocheck 
it was for everyone who believed it to be 
wasteful and extravagant to register his 
vote against the proposals of the Govern- 
ment. He conceived it to be the duty of the 
Irish representatives to enter their protest 
in every conceivable way. He asked the 
Secretary to the Treasury to say what 
return Ireland got for this expenditure. 
If it were all spent in Ireland he would 
still object to it because he thought it 
was a bad way of spending money. There 
were dockyards and naval works in Eng- 
land and the greater portion of the 
£42,000,000 would be circulated in this 
country, but he ventured to say that not 
a brass farthing of the mcney would ever 
find its way into the constituency he 
represented. If the Irish people were 
obliged to pay a large portion of the up- 
keep of this enormous military and naval 
power their representatives were at least 
entitled to exercise their right of protest 
against it as strongly as they possibly 
could. He believed the two-Power 
standard was an untrue standard. The 
more the British Government spent the 
more pec plecn the Continent would spend. 
He believed that a policy founded on 
justice and integrity would do a great 
deal more to secure this country against 
attack than the policy of the braggart 
with the big purse and the great sword who 
was always threatening his neighbours. 
He asked the Secretary to the Treasury 
to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether, before next year, it would be 
possible, in theinterest of Imperialism, to 
place Ireland, in regard to this maiter, 
upon the same footing as the Commen- 
wealth of Australia. The population of 
Ireland was going down and their wealth 
was not increasing, but the claims upon 
their purse for the Navy and Army were 
alwaysincreasing. It would be reasonable 
to make a bargain with Ireland over this 
matter. Let the Government take so 
much, if they must take something, but do 
not increase the amcunt every year. If 
the First Lord of the Admiralty agreed to 
accept £200,000 from Ireland it might 
convert the Irish people to a true 
sense of Imperialism, and that would 
be a great matter. It would have the 
effect of facilitating the progress of the 
Naval Votesthrough this Houseand relieve 


Mr. William Ledmond. 
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the Secretary to the Treasury from what 
he considered to be the agony of the 
protests from the Irish Benches on 
this matter. It would secure the com- 
plete absence of the Irish Members from 
the debates on occasions like the present. 
If something could not be done and if he 
did not hear from the hon. Gentleman, 
he could only say that all through these 
Estimates, on every single Vote, he would 
take an opportunity of opposing what he 
seriously considered a grave scandal and 
injustice to the Irish people. He gave 
notice to the Secretary to the Treasury 
that when the Committee came to Vote 
12, which contained the salaries of the 
First Lord and other officials at the 
Admiralty, he should review and renew 
all the protests he had made on this 
matter. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) said the 
Committee was entitled to some reply to 
the speech of the hon, Member for Clare. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said he did not think 
a reply was necessary, because the matter 
had been fully dealt with in the general 
discussion. The hon. Member for Clare 
made a great mistake in saying that he 
listened to his remarks with agony. He 
thought the hon. Gentleman would see 
that the principle he advccated, that any 
Member should obtain remission of taxa- 
tion for his constituents by asking for it, 
would prolong debates, and land the 
country in serious financial difficulties. 
The House and the country were generally 
prepared to grant this money, and he 
hoped a divisicn would now be taken. 


Mr. O'MARA said that the tone.in 
which the Irish Members had been replied 
to was really too much. He did not 
threaten the officials on the Government 
Bench. but he would take his share in 
examining and criticising these Votes at 
any length required. He would not let a 
single farthing be voted unless Ireland 
was put in the privileged position of the 
self-governing Colonies, which enjoyed 
the protection of the Navy but did 
not pay for it. Canada did not pay 
a single red cent for the North American 
Squadron. The Cape of Good Hope 
only contributed £50,000 to the Navy 
while £5,000,000 had been spent on 
Simons Town Harbour, and a special 
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squadron was retained at the Cape for 
the safety of the South African Colonies. 
Then the Australian Colonies only contri- 
buted £200,000 out of the £42,000,000 
spent on the Fleet. Ireland was a poor 
country, with no sea-borne trade, com- 
pared with all these self-governing 
Colonies, where the population was 
prosperous, an increasing amount of land 
was being brought into cultivation, and 
railways were beingextended. In Ireland 
land was going out of cultivation, the 
population was going down, the people 
were becoming poorer, and yet they had 
to pay £3,000,000 a year towards the 
Navy from which they did not derive a 
single benefit. He did not believe that 
75 per cent. of the people of the county 
he represented had ever seen a ship of war, 
and would not care a bit if all the Navy was 
sunk to the bottom of the sea to-morrow. 
Ireland did not even get a gunboat for 
the protection of her fisheries, while 
Australia had one first class cruiser, two 
second class cruisers, three third class 
cruisers, and four sloops for the protec- 
tion of her trade. He should continue 
to press the claims of Ireland to special 
exempuion in regard to this Vote. 


Mr. FLAVIN said that the right hon. 
Gentleman had stated that the Navy was 
equal to the two-Power standard; but if 
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that were so then the Estimates should be 
only £30,000,000 instead of £42,000,000. 
He asked the attention of the Civil Lord 
of the Admiralty to the question of 
protecting Irish fisheries. Why had the 
request of the Board of Agriculture and 
Fisheries for the use of a gunboat to 
protect the Irish fisheries not been 
granted ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that there were 
two gunboats and the coastguard 
cruisers available for that purpose. 


Mr. FLAVIN said he was not prepared 
to accept the explanation. [MINISTERIAL 
laughter.] Hon. Gentlemen might laugh, 
but he asked how many of them had gone 
out on an Irish smack off the Irish coast 
and fished for mackerel or herring? A 
very large majority of the boats which 
came to the Irish coast for fish were 
foreign. 


Mr. PretyMay rose in his place, and 
claimed to move, “That the Question be 
now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” ‘ 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 224; 
Noes, 131. (Division List, No. 32.) 
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Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majende, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriessh. ) 
Milner, Rt.Hn.Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, G. Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J.Scott (Hants. 
Moore, William 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl F 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John 8. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Ratcliff, R. F. 
Ridley, Hon. M.W.(Staly bridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rovds, Clement Molyneux 
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Causton, Richard Knight 
Condon Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunn, Sir William 

Ellice,Capt E.C(SAndrw’sBghs 
Farrel], James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph ' 
Flynn, James Christopher 
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Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool ) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.Isle of Wight 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf’d Univ. 


Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir WilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. ( Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und.Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E._R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt.Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—WSir 
Alexander Acland Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D 
Hemphi!l, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones,William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 
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Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M ‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 


Question put 


accordingly, 
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O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow,W. 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8. VM. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 


“ That The 


127,100 men and boys be employed for | oes 947. 


the said Services.” 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Ambrose Robert 

sarry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

sroadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

surt, Thomas 

‘ameron, Robert 

‘ampbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
‘arvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 

‘rean, Eugene . 
‘ullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
(ilhooly, James 

(;oddard, Daniel Ford 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
\gnew, Sir Andrew Noel 

Aird, Sir John 

Allen, Charles P. 

Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
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Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Johnson, John Gateshead) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


NOES, 


Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn. HughO 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon John 


Committee divided : 


Estimates, 1904-5. 1430 
Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radlciffe) 
Tennant, Marold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, D, Alfred (Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Sir 


Thomas Esmonde and Cap- 
tain Donelan 


Ayes, 87; 


(Division List No. 33.) 


O’ Dowd, John 

O Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eition) 
Roche, John 

Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES—NSir 
Thomas Esmonde and ,Cap- 
tain Donelan. 


Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn SirH 
Austin, Sir John 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
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Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A(Wore 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred ; 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar,Sir T.R.(TowerHamlets 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,Capt. E.C(SAndrw’sBghs 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.Sir J(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Rotert Bannatyne 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
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Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S. W.) 
Fyler, John Arthur 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herh. John 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, Hn. S.F.Ormsby-(Linc.) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton,Marq of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Dr. Fredk. R. (Dulwich 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford,W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N. R.) 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. FrederickWm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpoo)) 
Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks., N. R. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Fvesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lowe, Francis William 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
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Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. 
Milner, Rt. Hn.Sir FrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdegate, Francis A. N. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham) 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Ridley, Hn. M.W.(Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rose, Charles Day 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H. 8S. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight) 
Seton-Karr Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strachey, Sir Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


’ Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wallace, Robert 

Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir WilliamH. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
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Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) | 


White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


And, it being after half-past Seven of 
the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Resolution to bé reported To-morrow ; 
Committee to sit again To-morrow. 


EVENING SITTING. 


MALICIOUS INJURIES (IRELAND). 

*Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) said it was 
a very common fallacy in this country 
to imagine that the laws in England and 
Scotland were the same as those in 
Ireland. It was true that a great many 
people in this country recognised that when 
coercion was passed for Ireland a distinct 
statute was applied to that country, but 
when coercion was not in force the notion 
prevailed that the laws in both countries 
were the same. The subject which he 
now brought up before the House was a 
standing refutation of that fallacy under 
which the English people lived. Since 
the days of the grand jury system 
followed by the Local Government Act, 
there was in Ireland a law with regard to 
malicious injuries which had no parallel in 
this country, by which compensation 
could be levied on districts for malicious 
injuries which had been caused in other 
districts a considerable distance away. 
In the days of the grand juries those 
malicious injury claims were treated in a 
slightly different way. When the Local 
Government Act was passed the power 
formerly vested in the grand juries 
was transferred to the County Count 
Judges, but that was not all, for the 
County Court Judges were given a power 
which did not previously reside in the 
grand juries. Under the grand jury 


system where the presentment for mali- 
clous injury was disallowed and the 
Judge gave leave to traverse, the case 
had to be tried by a jury, but under the 
-Local Government Act there need not 
be a jury in any case unless the Judge 
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| Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.( Bath) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd | Wortiey, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart | 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und.Lyne | Wylie, Alexander 
| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
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| TELLERS FoR THE Noes — Sir 
Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


thought fit to have one. Formerly, 
also, compensation could only be given 
for maliciously setting fire to, or destroy- 
ing, or injuring a particular kind of 
property mentioned in the Statute of 
William the Fourth, but under the Local 
Government Act compensation might be 
obtained for setting fire to or injuring 
any kind of property. The real mischief 
in the present system, however, lay 
not so much in the actuai power given to 
the County Court Judges as in the way 
in which those powers had been applied. 
The principle, he contended, was abso- 
lutely wrong, and even if similar power 
existed in England he would hold it 
was wrong, but his case was strengthened 
by the fact that no such power existed 
either in England or Scotland. 


He was sorry that the right hon. 
Gentleman Sir, John Colomb ~ was 
not in his place as one of the cases 
he intended to lay before the House 
occurred on his property in county 
Kerry. It was a claim for malicious burn- 
ing near Kenmare. The amount of the 
claim was £200. In the first place the 
claim was not lodged in time as laid down 
by the statute, but this the County Court 
Judge overruled. Now this particular fire, 
started at six o’clock. was only about 400 
yards from the house of the caretaker upon 
a particular evicted farm. No effort 
whatever was made to extinguish the 
flames until one o’clock the next morning. 
When the matter came before the Court 
evidence was given that, some days pre- 
viously to the fire, members of the care- 
taker’s family were seen setting fire to 
bushes and heather not far from where the 
fire originated. The compensation granted 
amounted to £180. It might beimagined 
that the compensation so granted would 
have been levied upon the district con- 
cerned. The curious thing was that three 
of the townlands in the immediate vicinity 
were exempted from the rate levied to 
raise the amount of the compensation, 
while the people of a district ten miles 
away were made to pay for the damage 


done. What was more remarkable still 
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was that these three townlands ex- 
empted from the rate were practi- 
cally in the entire occupation of the 
right hon. Baronet Sir John Colomb. 
The next case which he desired to bring 
under the notice of the House was that of 
a man named De Caen in county Galway. 
A man who lived in the neighbourhood 
of De Caen wanted to remove furze from 
his land by setting fire to it. By 
some accident the fire extended to 
De Caen’s land and set fire to 
some heather and furze. A few days 
after a man in the employment of De 
Caen burned some heather upon De Caen’s 
holding. An application was made to 
the County Court Judge for compensation, 
and Judge Anderson awarded De Caen 
£100 compensation. An appeal was 
lodged and then the judgment was 
reversed as regards the burning done by 
De Caen’s own man, but £50 was granted 
for the damage done by the neighbour’s 
fire. This man was not satisfied, because 
the next vear he alleged two of his sheep 
were stolen. He lodged a claim and was 
allowed £5. An appeal] was again taken, 
and as one of the missing sheep, which 
had oniy strayed away. turned up in the 
interval the appeal, needless to say, was 
upheld. As far as he, Mr. Boland, knew 
there was no instance on record pre- 
viously, even in grand jury times, of 
compensation being given in the case of 
sheep stealing. 


There was no law on the Statute-book of 
Engl: nd in eny way comparable with the 
law at present existing in Ireland with 
regard to malicious injuries. In Dublina 
man wishcs to go into jail. He simply 
breaks Todd Burns’ window ; he is sent to 
prison, and the ratepayers are made to 
pay for the malicious injury. There 
need be no riot whatever. The whole 
country in England some time ago was 
astounded at the revelations that came 
from certain districts in the Midlands 
in which a solicitor named Edalji was 
sentenced to a long term of imprison- 
ment for maliciously injuring and maiming 
cattle. That man was tried and sent to 
prison, but there was no question of 
compensation being levied in the district. 
But in Ireland, nc matter whether a man 
was convicted and sent to prison, or not, 
the district was made to pay for the 


injuries. There was no such law in 


Mr. Boland. 
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Scotland, and in neither England or 
Scotland was there any parallel to 
the state of the law on this matter 
as it existed in Ireland to-day. Under 
the Hundred Act of 1827, which was the 
nearest parallel in England, a state of 
riot was a necessary condition precedent, 
and that Act was repealed in 1886. The 
whole principle of this law was wrong 
from the very beginning. The laws 
affecting the landlords’ property in Ireland 
were very much more difficult to be 
revised or repeaied than the laws of a 
similar character in England. Political 
reasons were at the bottom of this, be- 
cause in order to keep up British rule in 
Ireland against the will of the people, 
they had to try to keep the landlords 
there, and of this he was certain, that if 
peasant proprietary had existed, say, fifty 
years ago, this law would not be 
now found on the Statute-book, and 
what was more he was sure that the 
utmost pressure would be brought, in the 
landlords’ interest in Ireland, to secure that 
so long as peasant proprietary was not 
universal, there should be no change in the 
law. This really was a coercion Act, 
and different from anything applying in 
England or Scotland. Was it not unjust 
and, in fact,absurd now, when things were 
so peaceable in Ireland, to continue the 
fiction that the people there were living 
in a state of continuous riot? He did 
not know what the right hon. Gentleman 
would do to-night, but if he did not see 
his way to assimilate the law in Ireland 
on this subject to that of England, let 
him, for the information of English people, 
bring in a law somewhat to the effect 
that, whereas the people of England had 
ceased, since the year 1827, to live in a 
state of riot, but the people of Ireland 
were stil! in that condition, and would 
so remain, until the last landlord had 
sold his property, the Law relating to 
malicious injuries in Ireland would 
remain in force as a proof of the 
equal laws under which the two countries 
were governed. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man would not give immediate legislation, 
at all events let the world see that the 
contention that they were governing 
Ireland and England by equa) laws was 
a sham and a farce. 


*Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.) rose 
to second the Motion. In his opinion, 
the principle of this Act was applied to 
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Ireland simply because that country was 
governed by a people who did not know 
the country and cared very little about it. 
Even if the provisions of the law in prin- 
ciple were not objectionable the law was 
objectionakle in its apptication. Under 
the grand jury system there were 
numerous cases in which a rate was 
struck in a district, and where townlands 
occupied by known supporters of the 
ascendency party in Ireland were deliber- 
ately omitted from the levy of the rate. 
It might te said that these persons were 
omitted because it was pretty well known 
to the grand jury that the occupiers of 
those lands did not perpetrate the outrage, 
but in that case other people ought to 
have a right to claim that they should 
be omitted from the levy if they 
also could prove that they were 
innocent. This system of levying a rate 
over a district for malicious injury, under 
the present law in Ireland, had been 
handed over to the jurisdiction of the 
county court, which was no doubt a 
judicial tribunal, but it was a very cutious 
fact that on the passing of the Loca! 
Government Act in 1898, which gave 
over the powers of the grand juries 
to the county councils, it should have 
been discovered that this was a judicia! 
and not an administrative proceeding. 


Many Members of the House would 
remember a rather notorious case which 
occurred in his own constituency. It 
was an effort made by the Midland 
Railway Company to make the ratepayers 
of the county pay the insurance for acci- 
dents on the railway. An accident took 
place on the Roscommon and Mayo Branch 
of the railway, one life was lost, several 
passengers were injured, and a good deal 
of damage was done to the train and the 
line. There was not the slightest trace 
of malice having caused that accident, 
but the Midland Railway Company lodged 
the claim for some thousands of pounds 
tocover the damage. The representa- 
tives of the unfortunate man_ killed 
could not make any application for 
compensation, nor the people who 
were injured. The county council was 


put to an enormous expense for their 
defence as if they were criminals, but 
they had to make a defence, as the case 
was a test one involving a great principle 


They 


and the character of the district. 
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brought eminent counsel to the Quarter 
Sessions and the Judge, who, in the early 
proceedings, was rather inclined to favour 
the views of the railway company, in the 
end threw out the claim of the railway 
company, which appealed. The appeal 
was heard by the Chief Baron, and here, 
again, the railway company brought 
forward the best counsel they could get. 
The county council had to do likewise, 
and the neighbouring county council of 
Galway had also to be represented. In the 
end the application of the railway com- 
pany was thrown out and the county 
council got £36 costs against the 
railway company. But the bill of 
the solicitors to the county council 
came in the other day, and it amounted 
to £500. That took no account of the 
expenses incurred by the county council, 
of Galway. This case illustrated what 
was going on al] over Ireland. The 
ratepayers were put to considerable 
expense to prove their innocence, or 
rebut the evidence of persons whose pro- 
perty had been injured. He had not the 
slightest doubt that the Attorney-General 
believed that this law was grossly abused 
by people who set fire to their own property 
and then came forward and made appli- 
cation for compensation against the 
county counci!. If a lawyer whispered 
in a casual sort of way the word “boy- 
cott”” at the hearing of the case, or said 
that the man was not popular in the 
district, immediately—it did not matter 
what kind of evidence there was—the 
application was granted, and compen- 
sation was levied on the county. 


Now, why should innocent people be put 
to all this trouble, annoyance,and expense 
when there was no such law in England ? 
Everybody knew that Ireland was far 
more crimeless than this country. The 
Chief Secretary last year quoted statistics 
to show that Ireland was the most 
crimeless country in the world. There 
was more crime in one county in England 
in a year than in the whole of Ireland, 
including agrarian offences. But, even 
if the law was the same in both countries, 
the principle of it was wrong. He asked 
the Attorney-General to give the most 
serious consideration to this matter, and 
if the right hon. Gentleman did not 
defend the principle of the law-—and he 
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did not see that the Attorney-General 
could—and if he could not prove that 
there was anything exceptional in the 
amount and character of crime in 
Ireland over what existed in England, 
then he should make the law of Ireland 
similar to what it was in this country. 
Since the passage of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, whenever a window was 
broken, the insurance company actually 
insisted that, before they paid the money, 
the owner of the house damaged should 
make application for compensation to 
the city or county. If the counties 
were to be treated as insurance companies 
for the owners of property, the premiums 
should be paid to the ratepayers. Some 
provision was made by the Irish law by 
which, where a magistrate or police 
officer was injured in the discharge of 
his duty, he could be compensated 
at the expense of the rates. There 
was a case recently in Westmeath 
where a policeman was struck on the 
head in trying to arrest a drunken man, 
and he made application to the county 
for a sum of £800 as compensation for 
his injury. He thought it right that a 
poticeman injured in that way should be 
compensated in some sort, but why 
should there not be an insurance fund for 
the purpose amongst the policemen 
themselves? Or why should he not take 
the risk of his well-paid position? Why 
should innocent people have to pay for it ? 
One could understand this law if it applied 
only in the case of a general riot, where 
the whole people of the county sym- 
pathised with the rioters. For instance, 
an hon. Member for Wales paid a visit 
to the city of Birmingham, where a 
general riot took place, considerable 
damage was done to property, and ninety 
policemen injured. The general body 
of the people of Birmingham, sympathised 
with the rioters, and one could have 
understood it if the ratepayers had been 
made to pay compensation; but not a 
single farthing was levied on the rates 
for compensation to the policemen or 
the owners of the damaged property. 
But in Ireland, if a riot occurred, and 
the sympathies of the people were alto. 
gether aguinst the rioters, the ratepayers 
were nevertheless mulcted in large 
figures and a great burden imposed on 
the rates under this unparalleled law. 


Mr. Hayden. 
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He had much pleasure in seconding the 
Motion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, in the opinion of this House, the 
time has come for a revision of the Law 
which enables compensation for malicious 
injuries to be levied in Ireland on par- 
ticular districts, involving an unjust and 
iniquitous burden on innocent persons.” 
—(Mr. Boland.) 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) said 
he wished to support the Motion moved by 
the hon. Member for Kerry in a speech 
of great moderation, and, therefore, of a!| 
the more force. Strange as it might 
seem, he preferred the administration 
of this Malicious Injury Law under the 
old grand jury system to that under 
the present Act. Under the old law, 
when a malicious injury occurred, it was 
dealt with at the Presentment Sessions, 
where the magistrate had associated with 
him a number of cesspayers. These, 
representing the ratepayers, in many 
cases stood between them and the imposi- 
tion of a large amount of compensation. 
From that point of view it was much 
more preferable to go before the grand 
jury than before a County Court Judge 
to whom it was only necessary to mention 
the word “boycott” to make him give 
compensation. It was one of the greatest 
blots on the Local Government Act that 
a body to whom was entrusted the 
collection of £40,000 or £50,000 of the 
ratepayers’ money should be put in the 
dock by anyone who thought that he 
had sustained a malicious injury. He 
believed that many cases of malicious 
injury were bogus clai:ns, and that the 
burning of hay and corn was frequently 
the result of fire bugs. In the county 
of Longford as much as 6s. 6d. in the £ 
had been assessed on an unfortunate 
townland where a malicious case happened 
to be brought up. Within the last 
two years there was a case connected 
with the burning of a shop, which 
was not «a shop at all, but a small 
counter at the end of a thatched house. 
A sum of £100 was claimed against the 
rural council, and the whole house and 
its contents were not worth £100. There 
was not a single scintilla of evidence that 
anybody had been seen near the place. 
All that was known was that in the middle 
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of the night a fire broke out. A policeman 
was put forward to prove malicious in- 
jury, and all that he could say was that 
he “believed” that this was a case of 
malicious burning. And the result was 
that a sum of 5s. 6d. in the £ was assessed 
on the district. Then there was a case 
where a townland was assessed for the 
destruction of a horse which had been 
drowned ina bog through stress of weather. 
By a stretch of imagination on the part of 
some of the witnesses it was said that 
there was ill-feeling against the owner of 
the horse, and the ratepayers had to pay. 
One of the worst features of the Act was 
the facilities it gave to policemen to 
recover large sums of money from the 
ratepayers. In Mullingar a madman fired 
a shot in the direction of a policeman, and 
a few pellets lodged in the calf of the 
policeman’s leg. The policeman lodged a 
claim for compensation against the county 
council, Had there been any im- 
putation of serious results, the people of 
Longford might have been muleted in a 
sum ranging from £300 to £800. There 
was, he submitted, no justification for con- 
tinuing this part of the Local Government 
Act in its present shape. The right hon. 
Gentleman had been challenged to defend 
it either in principle or in practice. He 
could not defend it in principle because 
there was no similar law in force in 
England, and it certainly could not be 
defended in practice seeing how ridicu- 
lously it worked. It imposed a cruel fine 
on people who were not guilty of any 
offence and it put a premium on black- 
gaardism which the ordinary law of the 
land ought to be able to deal 
adeyuately with. Further than that, 
when once a_ claim for malicious 
injury had been lodged, the police rested 
on their oars and made no further attempt 
to bring to justice the perpetrators of the 
crime. He hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man wonld show some indication of 
willingness to meet them in that matter. 
At least let him concede the right to have 
1 jury to sit with the County Court 
Judge. Let him take away from the 
County Court Judge the absolute power 
to decide these cases distinct from the 
evidence and on /ines dictated by pre- 
judice and political bias. Let the right 
hon. Gentleman try and remove some of 
the distrust with which this provision of 
the Irish Local Government was _ re- 
garded in Ireiand. 
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Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) said this afforded 
another illustration of the mischief worked 
by laws passed by this Parliament pre- 
sumably for the benefit of the Irish people. 
He would like to tell the House how the 
city of Limerick suffered from these claims 
for malicious injury. In two years alone 
it had had to pay compensation to the 
extent of £624 16s. Some time ago there 
was a riot in Limerick originatinz-in a 
strike, in connection with which some 
blackiezs had been imported to take the 
places of the men onstrike. The blackle zs 
were assaulted and the police went to their 
assistance. In the disturbance Sergeant 
Mullens, R.I.C., was struck by a stone 
believed to have been thrown by a 
woman. The missile hit him over the 
eye. He went into the hospital and 
ciaimed compensation for the injury he 
had received. Evidence was given to 
the effect that the eye was irretrievably 
ruined and that he was in danger of 
losing the sight of the other eve. The 
learned County Court Judge who sat in 
Limerick, and than whom there was no 
fairer Judge in all Ireland, awarded the 
sergeant £500 as against the city of 
Limerick. The man got his money and re- 
tired from the force on a good pension and 
promptly martied a buxom widow and 
thriving public house. Twelve months 
afterwards some strangers came into the 
city to attend an athletic gathering. In 
the evening there wasa row—in which 
none of the citizens were concerned—and 
another police sergeant was injured. He. 
too, put in a large claim against the city, 
but the learned County Court Judge hav- 
ing learned that Sergeant Mullens had 
duly recovered his eyesight only awarded 
the second sergeant £75. But he thought 
that in each case injustice was done to the 
citizens of Limerick. Now for some 
reasons soldiers stationed at Limerick 
were anxious to get out of the Army, so 
thev indulged in plate-glass window smash- 
ing at some of the large establishments 
in the city. For that they were 


sent to gaol and no doubt sub- 
sequently attained their object of 
being drummed out of the Army, 


but the ratepayers were mulcted time and 
again for the mischief they had done, in 
one case a claim being made for £34. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary, 
in his light and airy fashion, had accused 
him of having been misinformed, as the 
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claim was only £24. But asa matter of 
fact the right hon. Gentleman was himself 
misinformed, and he could only say that 
if he were the Chief Secretary—and he 
might be some day in a Home Rule 
Parliament—he would, if his officials gave 
him wrong information, hang half a dozen 
of them. What he wanted to urge was 
that this provision of the Irish Local 
Government Act was inflicting an intoler- 
able burden on the ratepayers, and he 
earnestly trusted that the right hon. 
Gentleman would that day give them 
some practical proof of his sympathy by 
undertaking to repeal this obnoxious 
provision. 


*Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.) also supported 
the Motion. As chairman of an Irish 
county council he naturally felt deeply 
interested in this question—a question 
of such vital importance to the rate- 
payers of Ireland and their representa- 
tives on the various councils created by 
the Local Governmevt Act. The reten- 
tion of the clause in his opinion could not 
be defended or even justified. He would 
much prefer that system which obtained 
under the old grand jury laws to the present 
state of affairs. The former practice was 
that when a claim for malicious injuries 
was made it was first Jodged before the 
Presentment Sessions—a bcdy composed 
jointly of the magistrates and cesspayers 
of the barony in which the outrage was 
alleged to have occurred. After con- 
sideration by that tribunal the claim 
went before the grand jury, which adjudi- 
cated upon it. The aggrieved party 
had a right of appeal from the decision 
of the grand jury to the Judge cf Assize, 
and, it he wished, the assistance of a 
petty jury could be invoked. The Act 
of 1898 had altered all that and put 
the power of deciding claims for malicious 
injury in the hands of the County Court 
Judge. There was of course an appeal 
to the judge of Assize, but for the 
petty jury a special jury had been 
substituted and it was composed usually 
of the understrappers and hirelings of 
the landlords of the locality instead of 
poor ratepayers of the county. Hence 
he averred that the old order of things 
was preferable to the new, and he con- 
sidered that the provision, as it stood, 
constituted a serious blot on the Irish 


Mr. Joye a 
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Local Government Act of 1898. The 
county councils of Ireland kad taken 
over more duties than were ever per- 
formed by their predecessors, and yet 
this one function of investigating claims 
for malicious injuries was not entrusted 
to them. The clause dealing with this 
matter was a blot and a stain on the 
Act which should be removed as soon 
as possible. As an instance of how 
the system worked he cited a case in 
which a police officer endeavoured to 
persuade a man to fall into the river in 
order that he might rescue him and 
thereby gain promotion from his superiors, 
The man refused, but shortly afterwards 
the policeman in some mysterious fashion 
had the top of his thumb shot off, and 
was awarded £500 compensation, although 
everybody in the district, including the 
resident magistrate, believed that the 
policeman shot it off himself. The duty 
of investigating these cases was now 
placed on the County Court Judges. But 
who were these gentleman? So far as 
Sligo was concerned, the County Court 
Judge was a gentleman who had more 
than once publicly expressed his con- 
tempt for the public bodies created by 
the Act, had ridiculed every Land Act 
since 1881, had no trust in the people, 
and, in the Nineleenth Century for May, 
1903, had described the Land Act of 
last year as “an elaborate scheme of 
ingenious but pernicious agrarian quack- 
ery, pregnant with many and far-reach- 
ing evils.” Was that a proper tribunal 
before which such cases could be taken ? 
Was it to be wondered at that the Sligo 
County Council had a standing resolution 
that every claim for malicious injuries, 
no matter what it was, should be 
defended, as they had no confidence 
whatever in this tribunal? Very good 
results had accrued from that policy, but 
it was one involving much expense and 
loss to the ratepayers. In 1901 there 
were 175 appeals against the decisions of 
County Court Judges in regard to claims 
for malicious injuries; the decrees were 
confirmed in sixty-three cases, twenty- 
seven judgments were varied (which in 
this case meant reduced), thirty-four were 
reversed, thirty-five dismissals were con- 
firmed, and sixty-eight reversed. The 
total amount of the claims was £59,932, 
out of which £14,129 was finally granted, 
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leaving a balance of £45,853 which 
could only be considered as being frau- 
dulently claimed. His own county had 
pud £1,842 out of a total claimed 
of £3,180, of which £1,000 was paid 
in respect of a few acres of heather and 
hears, a fire probably caused by the 
carelessness of a passing smoker. Ulster 
hid paid £3,974 out a total claimed of 
£11,536. According to the Parliamentary 
Kteturn, Sligo was crimeless, not one 
single case has been reported from the 
¢ unty, and yet the county council was 
engaged year after year in defending these 
claims for malicious injurics which could 
only be described as fraudulent and frivo 
lous. It was too bad ; the money could 
be much better employed. The retention 
of the clause in the Act implied a want 
of confidence in the local authorities 
which was hardly justified by the 
flattering reports periodically furnished 
by the Government auditors and in- 
spectors. In the interests of the rate. 
payers of Ireland and in the interest of 
the good name of the country he hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would remove 
this blot from the Act and give the 
eounty councils the right to investigate 
these claims. No loss would be suffered, 
as there would remain the right of appeal, 
but it would show that the local 
authorities were at least trusted, and he 
hoped for the sake of the fair fame of 
freland the Chief Secretary would give 
his consideration to the matter. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 
asked whether the attention of the Attor- 
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ney-General had been directed to the fact | 


that since the passage of the Act of 1898 
there had been a regular epidemic o! 
window-breaking in Dublin, and to the 
language of the Recorder of Dublin on 
the subject. The rates of Dublin were 
high enough in all conscience ; they had 
reached breaking point; things could 
not go much further without serious 
consequences. If the police could not 
control these people who broke windows 
to get into gaol, the shopkeepers ought 
to be compelled to insure their windows 
and the insurance companies to pay for 
the damage. ‘The ratepayers could not 
hear the strain, and it was an imposition 
which ought not to be cast upon them. 
He oped his right hon. friend would be 
»ble to hold out some prospect of relief 
in that direction. 
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Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.) re 
ferred to the breaking of windows and the 
perpetration of robberies by soldiers in 
the town of Bray. Although the soldiers 
were arrested and sent to prison, the 
ratepayers had had to pay for their black- 
guardism. There was no justification for 
such a system, and he thought the people 
of Ireland were entitled to demand the re- 
moval of this intolerable burden on the 
ratepayers. It wasa most remarkable fact 
hat since the passage of the Local Govern- 
ment Act there had been, throughout Ire- 
land, most frequent burningso! heatherand 


gorse. In his own locality a landlord had 
his heather burnt, and obtained £400 


compensation. ‘The local authority were 
rather doubtful whether it was done 
maliciously, but they took no action. 
The next year the landlord had another 
fire, and obtained further damages. When 
in the third year another claim was made 
suspicions were aroused; strong action 
was taken, the claim was thrown out, 
and from that day to this there had been 
no turther burnings. In several] cases it 
had become the regular practice to set 
fire to useless heather in order to secure 
damages from the ratepayers. In some 
instances where they believed the pe iple 
to have been badly treated, they had come 
to the conclusion that the police were nt 
doing their duty. Outrage after outrage 
occurred in one particular district; the 
police were changed; fresh men were 
brought in ; and no further outrages had 
occurred. He did not say that the police 
committed the outrages themselves, but 
they were certainly in touch with the 
guilty parties. It was a gross injustice 
that this clause should be allowed t» 
remain on the Statute-book. The County 
Court Judge or the Judge of Assize knew 
nothing about the local circumstances of 
the case, whereas the local authority had 


all the local knowledge necessary to do 


justice in such matters. 


Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL rorIRE- 
LAND (Mr. Arxinson, Londonderry, N.) 
quiteadmitted that there was a gross abuse 
of the law involved in the circumstances 
referred to by the hen. Member for South 
Tyrone, but as long as it was the law that 
the infliction of malicious injuries entitled 
the owner of the injured property to 
compensation, it was impossible to draw 
distinctions as to individuals or the 
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motives of individuals. If one man 
wantonly broke a window out of ill-will to 
the owner, and another man broke a 
window in order to get sent to prison, it 
was hard to say upon what principle 
compensation should be given in 
the first case and not in the second, 
He quite admitted that it constituted a 
gross abuse of the law that the ratepayers 
should be obliged to pay damages for 
such injuries as the breaking of windows 
by people whose only motive was to go 
to gaol instead of the workhouse. If 
those people were destitute then the 
workhouse was the place for them, but if 
the condition of things was such that 
they prefered the gaol to the workhouse 
the obvious remedy was to make the 
gaol less agreeable than the workhouse. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said these poor 
people looked upon the gaol as a kind of 
hydropathic establishment,and the longer 
term they were sentenced for the better 
they were pleased. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he thought it was 
@ gross abuse when persons committed a 
crime simply for the purpose of being 
committed to prison. The Recorder of 
Dublin had it very much in his own 
hands ; he could inflict a severer punish- 
ment. Another grievance which he had 
keenly felt, was that if a man paid 
insurance premiums which covered, not 
only accidental loss, but loss from 
malicious injury, the insurance companies 
would not pay for such loss until the 
sufferer had first tried his luck before the 
grand jury. A similar section was con- 
tained in the Riot and Damage Act 
of 1886 in England, which provided 
that if any person had sustained a 
loss, anything he received by way of 
insurance should be deducted from 
the amount he recovered from the com- 
munity. It was quite obvious that it was 
very easy to evade that provision, and the 
only way to guard against that was to 
allow an insurance only to cover accidental 
loss and not malicious loss. He thought the 
law ought to be changed so as to provide 
that where an individual insured his 
property and the premiums bound the 
company to compensate him for loss of any 
kind, he should get the value for which 
he had paid. Passing from those cases to 

Mr. Atkinson, 
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the general matters referred to, he under- 
stood that the hon. Gentleman who had 
made this Motion objected first of all 
to the law and next to its mode of 
administration. The hon. Member had 
stated that this law was peculiar to 
Ireland. In a sense he was right. He 
observed in the discussion of Irish matters 
that when hon. Members opposite were 
opposing any liability on Ireland it was 
always asserted that it was identical with 
this country, but when it came to any- 
thing that Ireland needed the ground was 
put forward that it was entirely dissimilar. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): You are 


not talking to children. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that during the 
last few years there had been a good deal 
of special legislation for Ireland. In 
England and in [reland, for many years, 
any injury inflicted upon property by any 
unlawful, riotous, or tumultuous assembly 
entitled the owner of the property injured 
to compensation from the community, 
and the mode in which he got it was by a 
suit in which the person who had to pay 
was sued. In England a person whose 
property was injured owing to unlawful 
riots sought compensation from the police 
authorities and could sue and iecover 
from them the amount of compensation 
to which he was entitled. In Ireland, if 
they placed the county councils in the 
position of the grand juries, then the 
county councils would be at once judges 
and defendants. but each party in 
Ireland had the right of appeal to a Judge 
from the County Courts, and if they 
desired, the case could be tried by a 
special jury. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL asked if the right 
hon. Gentleman could give one case in 
which a special jury had been applied for. 


Mr. ATKINSON said if this law had 
never been used he failed to see the harm 
of it. Upon what principle was com- 
pensation awarded ? 


Mr. BOLAND said his argument was 
that this Act was wrong in principle, and 
even if it were administered in England 
in the same way he should still hold that 
it was wrong in principle. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he understood 
the hon, Member to mean that the whole 
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system of compensation for malicious 
injury was wrong in principle. The 
principle was not peculiar to Ireland for 
it was also adopted in England, in fact it 
was the same principle that underlay the 
law which, in this country ,gave compensa- 
tion for damages through riot and un- 
lawful assembly. What was the principle 
of that Act? The principle on which a 
man was compensated by the community 
ior injuries caused by riots or unlawiul 
assembly was that members of the com- 
munity were parties to the crime. That 
was the principle of the English law, and 
of the Irish law, which went further. 
That was the principle in England. Upon 
what principle did they compensate a 
man whose house was injured through a 
riot unless on the principle that when a 
riot took place the community should be 
mulcted with the object of preventing 
such things or of bringing the perpetrators 
to justice. [A Narionatist MemBer : 
This is not a riot.} The Irish law he 
quite admitted went beyond the English 
law because it was not necessary that the 
injury should be done either by an un- 
lawful assembly or by a riot, although 
that law existed in Ireland just as 
in England. In _ Ireiand, however, 
in addition, there were a number of 
Statutes which gave compensation when 
the injury was done by individuals. He 
wished to deal with the two branches of 
the subject referred to by the hon. Member. 
He did not intend to go into detail in 
regard to the cases referred to, five of 
which had been mentioned. The Judge 
who tried the cases held a different opinion 
to the hon. Member, and he preierred the 
opinion of the Judge who had heard both 
sides. Two of the cases failed and two of 
them were dismissed upon appeal, which 
showed how effective the appeal was. 
The hon. Member stated that it was very 
iniquitous that the county council should 
have to pay the costs, but they were 
not the only people who had to pay 
costs, and fhe same thing might happen 
to any member of the community 
who was called upon to defend him- 
self. He could not charge his memory 
with any objection of this kind being 
made in 1898, when all these matters were 
threshed out. No suggestion was then 
made that a tribunal should be established 


in which it was suggested that the county 
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council should be the judge and the 
defendant at the same time. There- 
fore, the only available tribunal was 
the County Court, and no hon. Members 
who had taken part in the debate had 
been able to suggest any other tribunal 
unless they put it into the hands of the 
county council. Ifa fraction of what hou. 
Members said was true, Ireland must 
contain the greatest collection of knaves 
in Christendom, for, according to the 
account of hon. Gentlemen, men were to 
be found, in all directions, in Ireland ready 
to burn their own ricks and hough their 
own cattle. [Narionauisr cheers and 
cries of ‘Sheridan.”’}] The knaves of course 
got the swag. [A NationaLisr MEMBER: 
“What about Sheridan ?”| They might 
quote Sheridan if they liked as an accom- 
plice. 


Injuries (Ireland). 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.): 


He was not an accomplice, for he did it. 


Mr. ATKINSON said there were men 
who were burning their. own ricks and 
houghing their own cattle and making 
fraudulent claims. He did not call 
that a fair representation of the con- 


ditions in Ireland. He believed that 
exaggerated and dishonest claims 


were sent in, but the proceedings of the 
Courts showed what the results of the 
investigations had been. He would, call 
attention to the variation of these claims 
according to the condition of the country. 
He thought that anybody who had any 
aquaintance with Ireland must be ready 
to admit that in a time of public excite- 
ment when there was anything like 
organised crime and malicious injury 
[NaTIoNaList cries of “‘Oh”’| to property 
which invariably accompanied it—{An 
Hon. Member: “ Government spies ” and 
Nationalist cheers. } 


*Mr. SPEAKER: [ hope hon. Members 

will allow the right hon. Gentleman to 
answer their arguments without these 
continual interruptions. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that the Return 
for 1900, which covered the year 1899, 
showed that the claims in respect of 
persons were thirty-seven, and in respect 
of property 1,072. The amount of com- 
pensation claimed in respect of persons 
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was £13,320, and in respect of property | many of thesecases arose out vf riots or 


£14,927. 
£3,393 in respect of persons and in respect 


of property £14,000. The amount of | 


The County Courts granted | tumultuous assembly ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I have not the 


claims dismissed was £10,826. Out of a | particulars here. 
total of £42,000 the sum allowed was | 


only a little over £17,000. These figures 


tended rather to show that the claims | 


were carelully sifted by the County | 


Courts [A 


How many o the persons were police- 


NaTionaList MEMBER: 
men?] He did not propose to go into 
the question whether all the police in 
Ireland were perjurers and conspirators. 
In the next year 1901, which covered 
1900, the 


claims in 


statistics 
respect of persons 
twenty-one, and the claims in respect 
896. The 


respect of persons 


of property to 
claimed in 
£6,001, and 
respect ol property was £30,922. 


the amount claimed in 


sum awarded to persons was £1,128, and 


Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): The right 
hon. Gentleman stated that in 1902 things 


were becoming more peaceable in Ireland. 


If that is so, may I ask why the Coercion 


Act was reintroduced ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said it was quite clear 


| that in 1900 things had come toa climax, 


showed that the | 
fell to | 


amount | 


Was | 


The | 


the sum awarded in respect of property | 


was £13,000. ‘The amount of claims 


dismissed was £30,000. In 1902, things 


The Re- 
turns for that year covered 1901 the claims 


were becoming more peaceable. 


were eight in respect of persons, and 666 in 
respect of property. The personal claims 
amounted to £2,350 and the claims in 
respect of property £30,000, The amount 
of compensation granted was only £280 in 
respect of persons, and £7,997 in respect 
of property. 


Me. T. W. RUSSELL: Out 
666 cases to which the right hon. Gentle- 
man refers how many were dismissed 


altogether ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I cannot tell you. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


and that in 1901 and 1902 the cla‘ms 
decreased. The appeals to the Assize 
Court in 1900 were 122; in 1901, 175; 
and in 1902, 111. 


Judges of Assize confirmed the awards 


In some instances the 


of the County Courts, in other cases the 
awards were decreased, and in a number 
of cases the claims were withdrawn. It 
was interesting to look at the counties in 
In 1901, in 
Ulster, the gross amount was £3,974, and 


which these things took place. 


in the next year it was only £1,816. 
In Munster the gross amount awarded in 
1901 was £4,829, and in the next year it 
was £3,758. 


counties, it was most instructive to look 


With rezard to cities and 
at the figures. In 1901 the amount in 
the city of Dublin altogether was only 
£168, while in Clare it was £380. If they 
went through the figures it would be 
apparent that it was in the counties that 
most of the compensation was given. 


of the 


| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Per- 
"haps the right hon. Gentleman will allow 
| me to say, as he has referred to county 
| Clare, that some of the outrages commit- 
_ted there, and supposed to be malicious, 
| were afterwards found to haye been com- 


mitted by Police-Sergeant Sheridan, who 


Can the right hon. Gentleman say how | has now fled the country. 
Mv. Atkinson. 
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Mr. ATKINSON said he did not at all 


agree with the hon. Member. Sergeant 
Sheridan could never have done the 
whole of the injuries. He only referred 
to the figures for the purpose of showing 
the serious injury that was inflicted upon 
individuals. Nineteen-twentieths of the 
compensation was in respect of property 
and not of persons. The figures showed 
that the principal injuries were inflicted 
in the rural districts, and they all knew 
|A NATIONALIST MEm- 


Sheridan’s_ work. | 


what they were. 
BER : They were 
face to face with the question whether 
they would give no compensation to these 
people and allow them to be pauperised, 
as they would be in a great many cases, 
and therefore to fall upon the rates, or 
whether, as they had undoubtedly suffered 
injury, that injury would be thrown on 
the community. He did not want to- 
night to endeavour to trace these injuries 
to their origin or to find out what class 
was guilty. He simply wanted to put this 
point. If they had in Ireland damage to 
the extent of £14,000 per annum inflicted 
mainly on farmers the question was, 
“ Will you allow them to go without any 
compensation at all, and throw that loss 
entirely on their own resources, or will 
you adopt the expedient of compensating 
them by the community which must 
contain the individual who committed the 
damage?” He did not think that 
any reasonable person could say that 
things in Ireland at the present time were 
as satisfactory as could be wished. There 
might be good times in store for Ireland, 
but as things were at present every 
impartial man must admit that the law 
of compensation for malicious injuries 
could not safely be abolished. He made 
every allowance for the exaggeration of 


claims, but he did not think it was fair 


to make widespread charges that fraudu- 
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lent claims were presented. He admitted 


Injuries (Ireland). 


that if a man lost a cow which was only 
worth £10 he might claim £20, but he 
must say he did not think that instances 
of men putting forward claims for property 
which they had themselves burnt or 
inflicted damages upon, existed to the 
degree which hon. Members had suggested, 
Exaggeration there unquestionably was, 
but he did not believe such cases of 
deliberate fraud as had b2en suggested 
existed at all. 


It had been contended that the 
fact that compensation was given did 
not act as a deterrent to crime. He 
did not think any person could suppose 
that the fact that a particular community 
was aware that there was a possibility of 
being mulcted for compensation for 
malicious injury, did not act as a serious 
He quite admitted 
that it might not succeed in bringing the 


preventive of crime. 


criminal to justice, but it did act in the 
way of preventing the commission of 
crime, and it prevented the pauperising of 
individuals who were injured when crime 
was committed. He had known many 
cases where the injuries inflicted on 
were s9 serious that they 
could not afford to bear the loss. 
As the Government thought that this law 
prevented crime and saved the persons 


farmers 


injured from severe loss they could not 
promise, in the present state of Ireland, 
that the law would be repealed. And, so 
long as the law remained in force, he 
could not conceive a more satisfactory 
tribunal than that which at present 
existed for adjudicating on claims. With 
regard to damage caused by soldiers he 
would say, that whatever else might be 
the defects of this law, it seemed to raise 
the market for widows in Limerick. He 


had not particulars here, but there was a 
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Limerick case which was still sw) judice, 
and he did not like to go into that at 
present. During the past five years there 
were eleven cases of injury committed by 
soldiers in Limerick, and the amount 
decreed for compensation was £7 10s, 
contributed £5 12s, 6d. 
themselves, for the purpose of recouping 


The — soldiers 


the county, so that very little loss fell on 
the community so far as injury done 


by these soldiers was concerned. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he had 
never known the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman take part in an Irish debate 
without bringing bitterness of feeling and 
exasperation into the discussion. What 
His hon. friend 
the Member for South Kerry brought 


had he done to-night ? 
this question before the House in a 
speech of studied moderation. It was a 
case where the law was different in 
England and Ireland, and he made out a 
reasonable case for an amendment of the 
law. The right hon. and learned Gentle- 
men got ‘up and, apparently with de- 
liberate intention, proceeded to inflame 
feeling on this side of the House by 
talking of organised crime and outrages 
committed on cattle, although he well 
knew that Ireland was, and had been fora 
considerable time, in a state of profound 
peace. The right hon, Gentleman knew 
that Ireland was in a state of profound 
peace. He knew that was a matter beyond 
dispute, for it was to be found in the 
statistics of the Blue-books, that so far 
as ordinary crime was concerned, Ireland 
to-day was more crimeless than England, 
Scotland, and Wales. 
down to this 


reasonable case by an appeal to organised 


And yet he came 


House and met this 


crime and cattle maiming, quite forgetful 


of the fact that the last case proved in 
Mr, Atkinson, 
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Ireland was the case of a policeman in 
the employ of the Government, who, 
having obtained the conviction of an 
innocent man on a horrible charge of 
mutilating cattle, had his crime subse- 
quently found out, and instead of being 
put on his trial was allowed to escape 
from the 


accomplices actually received large sums 


country scot free, while his 


of money in the shape of what were called 
“compassionate allowances.” He did 
not want to be unreasonable, and perhaps 
it would be unreasonable to complain of 
the Chief Secretary leaving this matter 
in the hands of the Attorney-General. 
He knew that a man in the position 
of the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
had heavy labours thrown upon him, and 
he could not always be expected to be 
present, but he would appeal to his 
common sense not to allow the Attorney- 
General to conduct Irish debates in this 
House. The Attorney-General might be 
a most valuable member of His Majesty's 
Government, but he would suggest that 
he should be set apart to devote his 
brilliant talents to the discussion of fiscal 
questions and matters of Imperial concern, 
Trish 


concerned he thought that the Chiei 


but where mere matters were 
Secretary should attend to them himseli, 
or at any rate not leave them to a man 
who never made a speech in which there 
was one particle of sympathy for the 
from which he 


country sprung. 


He wished to recall the House to what 
the real case made out by his hon. friend, 
was. The House was almost empty when 
the case was put and hon. Members had 
come in recently and did not know the 
facts. The case was that there was a 
different law with regard to compensation 
for malicious injuries in England and in 
Ireland. The Attorney-General said that 
in all cases of such injury arising from rio: 
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or tumultuous assembly compensation 
could be obtained in England asin Ireland. 
Of all the casesread out by the Attorney- 
General he was not able to state one 
single case of this kind arising out of 
riotous or tumultuous assembly. It 
was notorious that there had been no 
riotous or tumultuous assemblies in 
Ireland and no injuries had been inflicted 
in that way. It was not with reference 
to injuries arising from tumultuous 
assemblies that the law was different in 
England to what it was in Ireland. In 
England if a tramp came from London 
to the Midlands and in passing through 
the country set fire to a rick of hay 
maliciously, or to a house, there was no 
power to put the compensation for that 
act upon the people of that locality. It 
would be a monstrously unjust law which 
would mulct a number of innocent people 
living in a peaceful hamlet in England, 
for the offences committed by a tramp 
from London. 
different. 


properties which had been mentionel, 


In Ireland the law was 


In Ireland thos? injuries to 


were the acts of individuals, and in 


some cases those individuals’ had 
been caught, put upon their trial, and 
punished, and it had often been shown 
during the trial that the 


had no connection with the locality, 


offender 


Nevertheless, in all those cases compensa- 
tion for the injury done had to be paid, 
in Ireland, by the ratepayers of the 
particular district. What answer to that 
had been made by the Attorney-General ? 
He had not faced that question at all. 
He had told them about tumultuous 
assemblies, but the case put by his hon. 
friend had not been met at all by the 
right hon. Gentleman except by the 
reading of a considerable number of 


offences of this kind and by asking whether 
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they were going to allow the poor man 
whose property was injured in this way, 
to be ruined by not getting any com- 
pensation. His point was that the law 
should be the same in England as in 
Irel nd. These offences were not common 
in Ireland or England, and therefore the 
He heard with 


some amusement the answer which was 


law should be the same. 


given to his hon. friend the Member for 
South Tyrone. He called attention to 
t'.e fact that there had, under this law, 
sprung up in Dublin a system of breaking 
windows, on the part of idle tramps or 
critninals, for the purpose of getting sent 
to prison, and inail those cases the unfor- 
tunate ratepayers of Dublin had to pay the 
damage. The right hon.Gentleman replied 
that so long as the law was that the 
community was liable they could not go 
intothe motives of the men who committed 
the crime. That was the whole case they 
put before the House, and he thought a 
conclusive case had been made out for an 
alteration in the law. The remedy, 
however, of the right hon, Gentleman was 
not an alteration of the law, but an 
treatment. His 
remedy was not to make the law the same 
in England as in Ireland, but to mmake 


alteration in prison 


prison treatment so much more severe in 
Ireland that the men would not break 
windows in order to get sent to prison, 
The rigut hon. Gentleman had said some 
thing about flogging. If that was his 
remedy he confessed it was quite worthy 
vi him. That was a remedy which was 
in keeping with every speech he made 
upon an Irish question. The right hon, 
Gentleman sneered at them by saying that 
sometimes they asked for identical treat- 
ment with England and sometimes for 
He noticed that 
whenever they got different treatment it 
was always different in the 


different treatment. 


direction 
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of coercion or hardship of some kind. 
They had pointed out in this case a 
difference in the law between England 
and Ireland, which hit the ratepayers 
of every district in the country very hard, 
and they hud been met by this kind of 
speech from the Treasury Bench. He 
hoped that in Irish debates, if the Chief 
Secretary could not attend he would get 
someone else, either the Civil Lord of 
the Admiralty or the Secretary of State 
for War, or anybody else, to represent 
the view of the Irish Governm2nt rather 
than the Attorney-General, who never 
interfered in an Irish debate without 
causing bitterness and bid feeling. 


Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover) said he 
wished to repudiate the interpretation 
which the hon. and learned Member oppo- 
site had placed upon the speech of his right 
hon. friendthe Attorney-General. Thehon. 
and learned Member opposite had issued 
to him a challenge to take part in the 
debate, and there was a suggestion that 
he would have been able to deal with 
this subject with greater confidence than 
his right hon. friend. 
of “Hear, hear!”] That was an absurd 


[Nationalist cries 


suggestion, because the law of malicious 
injury filled some five or six Statutes, and 
upon them his right hon. friend was quite 
competent to speak. His right hon, 
friend had given a very interesting 
analysis of the Acts dealing with this 
question which stood upon the Statute- 
book, and he had also gone into the 
philosophical aspects of the theory of 
retribution, which stood behind all sanc- 
that 
speech could be held to cast any reflection 


tions imposed by law. No word in 


Ireland or hon. Membe.s from 


He said himself, as his right 


upon 
Ireland. 
hon. friend had said, that crime was at a 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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lower level in Ireland than it had been for 
many years, so low that he did not propose 
to continue the quarterly returns of 
agrarian outrages. Thatdid not alter one 
jot of the force which underlay every one 
of the arguments of the Attorney-General. 
Who were the people whose property was 
damaged? In the main they were trades - 
men in town, but we also knew perfectly 
we!l that the property of the agricultural 
community was damaged. If a man’s 
property was damaged everybody would 
hold that, if possible, he ought to be 
compensated, but from what source? 
In the first 
place he could be compensated by the 
person who inflicted the damage, if he 


There were three sources. 


could catch him, and if that person had 
sufficient worldly wealth to pay the com- 
pensation. He might, under a system which 
did not exist in England, Ireland, or any- 
where else, be compensated by the commun- 
ity at large, orin the third place he might 
be compensated by the people who 
lived around. The law in Ireland was 
that he should be compensated and, if he 
could not secure compensation from the 
persons who inflicted the damage, there 
was a great deal to be said for the 
method which existed in Ireland, namely, 
that compensation for injury to property 
should be paid by the community in 
That was 
an incentive to the detection of crime 


which the person injured lived. 


and germane to the whole tenor of Irish 
life. 

There was a great dea! of force in 
the argument used by his right hon. 
friend that hon. Members from Ireland 
sometimes pleaded for absolute uniformity 
and at other times insisted upon discrim- 
They had been asked that 
evening to revert to the judicial process 
under the grand jury, and it had been 
stated that Ireland preferred that tribunal 


ination. 








eae aah nsam om 





th 
all 
to 

Fr 
he 
wa 
tak 
rey 
me 
an 
on 
He 


con 


Abr 
Ains 
Aml 
Bar 
Bay 
Bell 
Blac 
Blak 
Bola 
Brig 
Burl 
Burt 
Cald 
Cam 
Caus 
Cawl 





-~— Co — 


cr 


in 


nd 
ity 
m- 
iat 
ess 
en 


nal 











ee 





1461 


Malicious 


to a County Court Judge. 
government a sharp division was made 
between the administrative and judicial 
functions, and the same division had been 
made in Ireland, where all questions of 
a judical or 


In all good local 


character 

It had 
been argued that the district or county 
council affected ought to assess these 
damages instead of a legal tribunal. He 
had listened to the speeches and that was 
what he understood from them. He 
should not have intervened in the deb» te 
at all but for the tenor of the speech of 
his hon, and learned friend opposite, and 


quasi-judicial 
were reserved for magistrates. 


he wished to repudiate as strongly as he 
could the interpretation which had been 
put upon the very interesting and cogent 
speech of his right hon. friend. He 
thought it would bea great mistake to 
allow proceedings of a judicial character 
to be undertaken by an elected body. 
From the point of view of the ratepayers 
he was prepared to admit that hardship 
inflicted. He did not 
take a very grave view of some of these 


was sometimes 
reprehensible acts on the part of young 
men who broke windows, and he admitted 
a money penalty ought not to be inflicted 
could be avoided. 
He agreed that the Government might 


on the rates if it 


consider whether by some method that 153. 
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might be avoided. But looking forward 
to the remainder of this session, he 
saw no great prospect of ample time 
for dealing with what, after all, were minor 
defects in the Statute-book, and he 
thought that such time as might be at 
their disposal could be devoted with 
greater advantage to Ireland to other 
matters. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said that 
perhaps he might be allowed to say that he 
had never heard a more pointless, illogical, 
and impudent reply than that which had 
been delivered by the Attorney-General. 
Not long ago aseries of outrages, including 
the maiming of cuttle, prevailed in the 
county of Staffordshire and a gentle- 
man belonging to the legal profession was 
now undergoing imprisonment for those 
outrages. The question he wished to ask 
whether the ratepayers of that 
particular district in Staffordshire where 
these outrages 


was 
were committed, were 
penalised for the act of this miscreant. 
He thought this was a parallel case which 
would show clearly the difference in che 
law of the two countries. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 90; Noes, 
(Division List No. 34.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) | Condon, Thomas 
Ainsworth, John Stirling | Crean, Eugene 
Ambrose, Robert | Cremer, William 
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Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire Delany, William 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 
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Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
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M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 


Adjournment 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir Wiiam Reynell 
Arnold-Forster,Rt. Hn. HughO 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Mich. Hicks 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C.W.( Derbyshire 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A( Wore 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon.Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.Sir William Hart 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S. W.) 
Fyler, John Arthur 
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O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8S.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eilion) 
Roche, John 


Schwann, Charles E. 
NOES. 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. E. (T’r Hamlets) 
Gore, Hn. S.F.Ormsby-( Linc.) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hamilton,Marg of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard, Jn. (Kent, Faversham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawson, Jn. G. (Yorks., N. R.) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. ) 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn.Sir FrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moore, William 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
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| Shackleton, David James 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Slack, John Bamford 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tomkinson, James 

Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Haliax) 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FoR THE AYES—Sir 
Thomas Esmonde and Cap- 
tain Donelan. 


Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Richards, Henry Uharles 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord ( Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf’d Univ. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Sir 
Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o’clock. 
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(Juestions. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Wednesday, 2nd March, 1904. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


UNOPPOSED PRIVATE BILL 
BUSINESS. 
Barnet District Gas and Water Bill. 
To be read a second time to-morrow. 
Felixstowe Gas Bill. 
time, and committed. 


Read a second 


PETITIONS. 


LICENCES (RENEWAL). 
Petitions against alteration of Law:: 


from Wimbledon; Mitcham; Jump; 
Kexbro; Higher Broughton; Forton; 


Sbiplev (six); Mossley ; 
Aberdeen; Leicester; Scalford; Mid 
Kent; Failsworth; Wiltshire; Leint- 
wardine; Goodleigh; St. Helens; Gos- 
port; Bournemouth; Uttoxeter; Cor 
sham; Chippenham (two); Calne; New 
Kent Road; Bratton; Bath; Kettering; 
(three); North Wilts; Sibford; 


Northampton; 


- Berwick-upon-Tweed; Anniesland; Din- 


Tn) 


< Eyam; 


picks CF) 4 


mael; Abergele; Colwyn Bay (five); 

Preston Patrick; Liverpool; 
Rochester; Capel Mawr; Llangynhofal ; 
Waen; Malton; Bampton; Parkgate; 
Royal Leamington Spa; and Salford; to 
lie upon the Table. 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Report of the Com- 

mittee of Council on Education in Scot 


land, with Appendix, 1903-4 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) (GENERAL 
REPORTS). 


Copy presented, of General Report by 
the Chief Inspector of the Southern Divi- 


sion of Scotland for the year 1903 [by | 


Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


VOL. CXXX, 
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FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
(EARTHENWARE AND CHINA). 


Copy presented, of Amended Special 


Questions. 


| Rules for the Manufacture and Decoration 


of Earthenware and China, as established 
in certain Factories and Workshops,'by 
the awards of the Arbitrator, Chester 
Jones, Esq., dated 19th March, 1902, and 
18th February, 1904 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


VOLUNTEER BATTERIES (QUICK- 
FIRING GUNS). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
{Address 25th February; (‘slone/ Pilking 
ton]; to lie upon the Table. 


INDENTURED COOLIE LABOUR. 
Address for ‘‘Return of Ordinances 
now in force in self-governing or Crown 
Colonies respecting the importation 
therein of Indentured Coolie Labour from 
India or elsewhere.”—(Sir Howard 
Vincent.) 


RAILWAY, ETC., BILLS. 

Copy ordered, *‘of Report by the Board 
of Trade upon all the Biils and Provisional] 
Orders of Session 1904 relating to Rail- 
ways, Canals, Tramways, Harbours and 
Tidal Waters, and the supply of Elec- 
tricity, Gas, and Water.”—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Income-Tax Collection in Scotland and 
ngland. 


Mr. CORBETT (Glasgow, Tradeston) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if he has taken any steps to secure 
that in future years demand notes for 
the payment of income-tax will not 
be sent out earlier in Scotland than in 
England. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) The 
date of the issue of the demand notes 


‘does not appear to me to be material, so 


long as the date on which payment is 
required is the same in the two countries. 


Post Office Telephone Directory. 
Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.): 


' Toask the Postmaster-General whether he 
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is aware thatacharge of 10s. is demanded 
from subscribers to the Post Office 
Telephone or from the general public for a 
copy of the Provincial Directory of the 
Trunk Lines; and, if so, will he state 
whether this charge is that sanctioned by 
the Department in their arrangements 
with the National Telephone Company, 
and whether, in the interest of the 
Revenue and of the subscribers to the 
Post Office Telephones, an early reduc- 
tion of such charge can be made; and 
whether, seeing that the use of the com- 
munication under the halfpenny postal 
tate of an order wanted, is allowed, he 
will arrange that the word ‘“‘send ” may be 
placed in the same category. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The charge 
of 10s. for the complete directory of 
subscribers to the National Telephone 
Company is the price fixed ky the com- 
pany for the general supply of such 
directory; and the Postmaster - General 
has no power to call upon them to supply 
copies for the use of Post Office sub- 
seribers or the public at a cheaper rate. 
As regards the second part of the hon. 
Member’s Question, Ican assure him that 


the question of allowing such written | 


instructions as “send” in orders for 
goods by the halfpenny post has been 
very carefully considered, but I do not 
see my way to admitting any manuscript 
additions in such documents beyond 
those provided for when the privileges of 
the haifpenny post were recently extended. 


Postal Arrangements at Donard, County 
Wicklow. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-General, 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
afternoon despatch of letters from Donard, 
county Wicklow, takes place at 12.40 p.m., 
and the inward delivery is at two o'clock 
p-m., he could make arrangements so that 
the delivery of letters in Donard from 
Dunlavin should be made before the 
letters are sent out from |onard to 
Dunlavin. 


(Answered hy Lord Stanley.) 1 will 
have an inquiry made on the question of 
arranging for an earlier delivery of letters 
at Donard, and will communicate the 
result to the hon. Member as soon as 
possible. 
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Increased Postal Facilities at Raheen. 
Mountrath, Queen’s County. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): To ask the Postmaster-Genera| 
whether he is in a position to state what 
is the result of his promised inquiries 
with respect to the application of the in- 
habitants of Raheen, Mountrath, Queen’s 
County, for increased postal facilities. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
inquiries in regard to the application 
of the inhabitants of Raheen, Mountrath, 
Queen’s County, for increased postal 
facilities are not yet complete, but | 
hope soon to be able to communicate 
the result to the hon. Member. 


Postmastership of Moynalty, County 
Meath. 


Mr. JOHN O’DONNELL (Mayo, 8.): 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether i+ 
is a fact that the postmaster of Moynalty, 
county Meath, has, through ill-health, 
resigned his position, and that his wife, 
who is in every respect eligible owing to 
her long training and tenancy of the 
house where the post office has been 
established, is a candidate ; and, if sv 
whether he will, in view of the feeling 
|in the district, give her application his 
consideration. 





(Answered hy Lord Stanley.) The hon. 
| Member has apparently been misin- 
'formed. The late sub-postmaster of 
|Moynalty was reported for serious 
| irregularities, and his office was declared 
| vacant last month. The Surveyor has 
| been instructed to report on eligible 
| candidates for the office, and the applica- 
| tion of the wife of the late sub-postmaster 
will be considered with those of othe 


candidates. 


Government Grant to School at 
Broughton Gifford, Wiltshire. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristo! 
E.): To ask the Secretary to the Boar! 
of Education whether any grant was 
made by the Education Department 
about the year 1856, towards the buildin» 
of the school at Broughton Gifford, 
Wiltshire. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) A 
building grant of £90 13s. 4d. was paid 
in 1853. 
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Questions. {2 Marc 


Crossing from Westminster Abbey to 
Houses of Parliament. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
To ask the hon. Member for the Chorley 
Division, as representing the First Com- 
missioner of Works, whether his attention 
has been called to the condition of the 
crossing from Westminster Abbey to the 
public entrance to the House of 
Commons; and, if so, whether he will 
take steps to have a crossing laid down 
which can be kept clean for the use of 
pedestrians and Members entering the 
House. 


(Answered hy Lord Bulearres.) There is 
1 granite-pitched crossing at the point 
mentioned. In wet weather, the traffic 
from the macadam on either side 
necessitates constant 
crossing in order to keep it clean. It 
is now very frequently swept, but during 
wet weather steps will be taken to have 
t swept more frequently than usual. 


Royal Naval Reserve. 


attention to this | 


sH 1904} 








Mr. THORNTON (Clapham): To ask | 


the Civil Lord of the Admiralty whether 
he will consider the possibility of so en- 


larging the Royal Naval Reserve as to | 


include those officers who. although not 
at present occupied on the sea, neverthe- 
less possess valuable experience. 


(A nsuy red hy Mr. Pretyman.) Under 
the Royal Naval Reserves Act, 1859, 
power was obtained to enter 30,000 men 
‘by voluntary entry from among sea- 
faring men and others who may be 
deemed suitable for the services in which 
such volunteers may be employed,” and 
it is under this authority that arrange- 
ments have been made to enter stokers 
ind engine-room artificers in the Reserve 
who are not seafaring men. The Naval 
Forces Act of 1903 abolished the limit 
of 30,000 imposed by the first-named Act, 
and the Admiralty have now authority, 
subject to the voting of the Supply by 
Parliament, to enter in the Royal Naval 
Reserves such number of men of the 
various classes as may be required for 
itis Majesty’s Navy. 


Appointment of Nurses from Dublin 
Children’s Hospital to Workhouse 
Infirmaries. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
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(uestion S$. 


tenant of Ireland whether the Local 
Government Board will sanction the 
appointment to workhouse infirmaries of 


nurses who hold certificates from the 
Children’s Hospital in Dublin. 
(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 


Children’s Hospital in Temple Street is 
regarded by the Board to be competent 
to certify nurses as qualified within the 
meaning of Article 2 (b) of the Nursing 
Order, provided such nurse has received 
not less than three months training in 
some recognised general hospital where 
adult patients are treated. The Board 
has not yet been asked to recognise the 
Children’s Hospital in Harcourt Street 
as a training school for nurses. 


Irish Agricultural Department. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant oi 
Ireland whether he can say what is the 
meaning of the word personal as applied 
in the printed Estimates to the salaries of 
certain officers of the Irish Agricultural 
Department; whether he can furnish 
particulars of the names and official titles 
of all officers of the Department who are 
in the possession of personal salaries, 
showing in each case the number of years 
served towards pension, and indicating, 
in any case where these officers’ salaries 
are in excess of those included in the 
original Estimates approved by the 
Treasury for their respective posts, the 
amount of such excess, and explaining the 
circumstances under which the original 
Estimate has been exceeded. 


(Answered by Mr. Iyndham.) The term 
personal salary means that the salary 
specified is personal to the present holder 
of the office, and that on the occurrence 
of a vacancy the amount will be recon 
sidered. The officers of the Department 
in receipt of such salaries, with their 
length of service, are—Mr. Cantrell, Chie! 
Clerk, 36 years; Mr. Porter, Agricultural 
Inspector, 16 years; Mr. Green, Chie? 
Inspector of Fisheries, 14 years; Mr. 
Barrett, Professor of Physics, 30 years; 
Mr. Hartley, Professor of Chemistry, 25 
vears. The amounts of the severa! 
salaries, and the norma! scales attached 
to the post held by each of the officers in 
question, are given in the printed Esti- 
mates for 1903-4. It is not possible to 
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explain within the limits of an answer to 
a Question the circumstances in which 


the personal salaries were respectively | 


given. 


Railway Service at Ballinrobe. 

Mr. JOHN O’DONNELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
last train out of Ba!linrobe leaves that 
town at 2 o’clock p.m. and the last 
trains into it arrives at 4.30 p.m.; and, 
if so, whether he will take steps to have 
the train service so arranged as to enable 
passengers to catch the night mail to 
Dublin without the loss of time and 
money which they have heretofore 
sustained, and to have a connection with 
the 4.40 p.m. train from Broadstone as at 
present exists on the lines leading to 
Westport and Ballina. 4% * :*, 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.)} The facts 
appear to be as stated. No specific repre- 
sentations on the subject have been made 
to the new Department ; if made they will 
be considered. 


Ballinrobe and Claremorris Railway 
Guarantee. 


Mr. JOHN O’DONNELL: To ask the 


Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 


of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
ratepayers of the barony of Kilmaine, 
in the county Mayo, are taxed annually 
ata rate of from 3d. to 6d. in the £; 
that when this line of railway was being 
built the Midland Great Western Rail- 
way Company, who are now working the 
line, gave evidence to show that when it 
would be in working order it would cost 
the ratepayers nothing; that the share- 
holders are guaranteed 5 per cent. on 
£71,640; and that the railway company 
are entitled to half gross receipts, and to 
work the line on the other half; and, if 
so, whether, in view of the fact that the 
traffic has increased within the past few 
years, he will take steps to remove the 
payment of the guarantee from these 
people. +4 


(Answered by Mr, Wyndham.) The rail- 
way referred to is presumably the 
Ballinrobe and Claremorris Railway. 
It is worked by the Midland Great 
Western Railway Company for 50 per 
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cent. of the gross receipts. In addition 
to that working charge there are general 
charges, directors’ and auditors’ fees, etc., 
amounting to about £240 per annum. 
The surplus revenue to meet the dividend 
of 5 per cent. on the guaranteed share 
capital of £71,640 (equal to £3,582 per 
annum) in the year to 31st October, 1902, 
was £1,242 13s. 10d., which was a slight 
improvement on preceding years. This 
left the sum of £2,339 6s. 2d. to be paid 
by the guaranteeing area, namely, the 
barony of Kilmain, and the parish of 
Ballyovey, in the barony of Carra. One- 
half of that amount (£1,169 13s. 1d.) was 
recouped to the guaranteeing area by the 
Treasury under The Tramways and Public 
Companies Act, 1883. The net or 
residual charge would represent 54d. in 
the £ on the valuation of the area charged, 
namely, £55.435. As the traffic im- 
proves (and there has been an improve- 
ment since 1893, when the surplus 
revenue was £730 and the net charge 
against the guaranteeing area £1,426) 
relief is afforded to the ratepayers. 
The guarantee is imposed by statute 
and cannot be removed without legis- 
lation. 


Warders in Tullamore Prison. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that the intern 
warders of Tullamore Prison have tosleep 
in a damp room without fire or heating 
pipes; that the dampness has been caused 
by the stoppage of rain-water on the roof; 
that these warders are locked up in this 
room at 10 o'clock each night until roll- 
cali the next morning without any means 
of communication with the governor or 
chief warder in case of emergency; that 
the same warders are compelled to sleep 
in a room in the invalid ward when they 
are off duty, both before and after night 
duty, thereby depriving them of the 
comfort of the beds they had to procure 
at their own expense when joining the 
service; that the officer on night duty 


_has to perform nine hours’ duty, viz.. 


from 9.45 p.m. till 6.45 a.m. on the 
following morning, having during that 
time to mark tell-tale clock every fifteen 
minutes and fire two furnaces during that 
period without any relief or the means 
of preparing food; and, if so, whether he 
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Questions. 


will make inquiries into these matters 
with a view to having them remedied. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) I am 
making inquiry into the several matters 
alleged in the Question. 


Promotion of Irish Assistant Teachers to 
Principalships. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the rules of the National Board jof 
Education ordain that assistant teachers 
of long and efficient service are entitled to 
special consideration on their appoint- 
ment to principalships, and in last May 
an assistant of nine years’ good service 
was appointed principal of Berrings Na- 
tional School, Roll No. 4,186, Circuit 20, 
Section 3, and is still receiving the same 
salary as formerly; andif so, will he state 
why the rules of the Education Board 
are not complied with in the case of this 
teacher. 


(Answered by Mr. Wyndham.) The 
rules provide that the cases of assistants 
highly classed under the rules hitherto in 
force, but not receiving full class salary, 
may be specially considered on their pro- 
motion to principalships. The principal 
of Berrings Male National School was 
appointed on Ist May. 1903; he had been 
previously an assistant. He was not 
‘highly classed” under the rules hitherto 
in force, ranking only in second class, and 
his case was not specially considered on 
his promotion to the principalship of 
Berrings National School. The Com- 
missioners, however, made an Order in 
June, 1903, to the effect that assistants 
appointed to principalships after the Ist 
April, 1903, may have their cases con- 
sidered after one year’s service as 
principal upon a favourable report from 
inspector, and the teacher in question will 
be eligible to receive the benefit of this 
Order. 


Army Enlistments —False Teeth and 
aricose Veins. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether a 


person wearing false teeth and suffering 
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from varicose veins is eligible for enlist- 
ment in the Army. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnol /- 
Forster.) This is purely a medical ques- 
tion and a matter of degree, depending 
on the number of sound teeth and the 
extent of the varicose veins. 


Army Pensions—Case of Private Michael 
arkey. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
his attention has been called to 
the case of Private Michael Sharkey, late 
of the 4lst Regiment, who went through 
the Crimean War and was disabled by a 
wound in the left hand, being discharged 
on a pension of only 10d.a day; whether 
he is aware that, in consequence of absence 
in America, this pension was stopped 
from Ist October, 1863, to October, 1869 ; 
and, if so, whether, as he is now one of 
the few Crimean veterans surviving, this 
man’s pension will be increased and some 
portion of the deferred pension granted to 
him by way of annuity. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The hon. Member has ap- 
parently not been fully informed of the 
facts connected with this case. This man 
went to the United States of America 
without permission in 1863, and his 
pension was consequently forfeited under 
Article 1214 of the Pay Warrant for the 
period from the Ist October, 1853, to the 
30th September, 1868. On appeal he was 
however, granted arrears from the 4th 
January, 1867, but further arrears were 
refused as he had been in prison for 
“grand larceny” from the 4th October, 
1864, to the 3rd January, 1867, and he 
eculd not satisfactorily account for his 
absence for the period preceding his 
imprisonment. In July, 1902, in con- 
sideration of his having been wounded in 
the Crimea, he was awarded a special 
pension of Is. 6d. a day. This pension, 
which he is now drawing, cannot be 
further increased. 


Cost of Foreign Armies. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: To ask 
the Secretary of State for War if he will 
state what is the cost of the armies of 
France, Germany, Russia, and the United 
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States, and the numbers on the active | 
THE TREASURY (Mr. VicTtoR CAVENDISH, 


lists, respectively, for the last ascertainable 
year. 
Arnold: 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary 





Forster). The figures are as follows :— 
Peace Estab- 
Army lishments. 


Estimates. Active Army 


(all ranks). 


France, 1904 - 97,088,196 602,120 
Germany, 1903-4 31,880,455 600,000 
Russia, 1903 - - 36,647,089 1,124,037 
United States, 

1903-4 24,383,469 67,438 





In the case of France a number of items, 
such as coast fortifications, which are of a 
military nature, are provided for in the 
Naval Budget, and so also in the case of 
Germany, though to a less extent. The 
German Estimates make no provision for 
pensions, which are included in a separate 
budget and amount to about £5,000,000 
a year. 


Indentured and Free Chinese Labour in 
the Transvaal. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if, while the system 
of indentured Chinese labour is in force in 
the Transvaal Colony, measures will be 
taken to prevent the introduction of free 
Chinese labour. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 


Measures are already in force under the | 


Peace Preservation Ordinance by which 


the introduction of free Chinese labour 


can be restricted by withholding permits. 


WUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Treasury Expenditure. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
K.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, if he will give a Return setting 
forth the total expenditure of the Treasury 
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THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 


Derbyshire, W.): Perhaps the hon 
Gentleman will allow me to answer this 
Question. The total amount of the 
Exchequer issues, showing the services to 
which they are allocated, are given in the 
Finance Accounts published every year 
about the end of June. These volumes 
are available for reference, and will, | 
think, give the hon. Member all the 
information he requires. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: M\ 
object in putting the Question was to get 
the information in a handy form fo: 
reference. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I think 
the hon. Member, if he refers to the Army 
and Navy Estimates, will get the informa 
tion he requires from some Returns which: 
have already been issued this year. 


Sugar Imports from Cuba. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) : I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade i: 
he will say what was the quantity and the 
value of sugar received in this country 
from Cuba during 1903. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD ot 
TRADE (Mr. GreRALp BALFouR, Leeds, 
Central): 448,682 ewts., valued at 
£215,647. 


Sugar Consumption on the Continent. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether any 
fall in retail prices or increase in consump- 
tion of sugar has taken place in France, 
Germany, Holland, or Belgium, as « 
result of the Brussels Convention between 
Ist September, 1903, and Ist March, 1904, 
as compared with, the correspondin- 
period in 1902-3. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Compari- 
sons of consumption of sugar during 
periods so short as those specified in the 
Question are apt to be misleading, but 
such figures as I have seen point to an 
increase of consumption in Germany, 
France, and Belgium. In Germany and 
France the retail price of sugar at the 


in each year for the past twenty years, | beginning of the present year was lower 
showing under sub-heads the totals each | than at the beginning of 1903. If 
year under the different Departments of | further information is required I must 


the public service. 


ask for longer notice. 
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Confectionery Imports. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade what 
was the quantity and value of confection- 
ery and other sugared goods imported 
into this country during 1903. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : 1,444,787 
ewts., valued at £2,691,875. Of this, 
sweetened condensed milk accounted for 
874,608 ewts. and £1,665,809. 


London County Council Trams—Liability 
for Accidents. 


Mr. HORNER (Lambeth, N.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether his attention has 
been called to the case of Parker mrsus 
the London County Council, in which 
the plaintiff claimed damages for injuries 
caused by the council’s tramears, and to 
the fact that responsibility was repudiated 
by the London County Council under 
The Public Authorities Protection Act, 
1893 ; and, if so, whether he will initiate 
legislation to prevent the pleading of this 
Act in cases of injuries caused to the 
public by tramcars and other conveyances 
owned by the London County Council 
and similar bodies. 


Tue SECRETARY to tur LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): I think 
that there has been some misapprehension 
is to the effect of the decision in the case 
referred to. As I understand the matter, 
the Court decided, not that the London 
County Council were not responsible for 
injuries caused to the public by their 
tramears, but that any proceedings in 
respect of the act, neglect, or default 
causing the injury must be commenced 
within six months. This is in accordance 
with the general rule, which, under 
Section 1 of the Public Authorities Pro- 
tection Act, 1893, is applicable to persons 
acting in the execution of any Statute, 
duty, or authority, and I am not aware 
of any sufficient reason for making an 
exception to it. 


Mr. HORNER: Arising out of the 
Answer I hope I may be permitted to ask 
the hon. Gentleman whether it is 
within his knowledge that the London 
County Council kept up the correspond- 
ence in this matter until it was too late 
for the injured man to bring an action. 
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Mr. GRANT LAWSON: I am not 
aware of that, but I think it very unlikely 
that the local authority would proceed in 
that manner. 


Mr. HORNER: It actually occurred 
in this case. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question of the conduct of the London 
County Council as defendant in an action 
cannot be raised. 


Mr. HORNER: The hou. Gentleman 
has not answered the concluding part of 
my (uestion as to whether he intends to 
initiate legislation in order to prevent 
this kind of abuse. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, that Question 
was answered. 


British Agriculture—Co-operative Credit 
ocieties, 

Mr. YERBURGH(Chester): I beg to ask 
the hon. Member for North Huntingdon- 
shire, as representing the President of the 
Board of Agriculture, whether, in view of 
the desirability of providing the small 
farmers and agricultural labourers of Grea 
Britain with the means of obtaining 
cheap credit for productive purposes, and 
seeing that the Department of Agri- 
culture and Technical Instruction for 
Ireland, following the example of Contin- 
ental countries, advances smali sums ot 
money to co-operative credit societies 
working on the Raiffeisen system, he will 
consider the advisability of recommending 
the Government to adopt a similar policy 
for England, Scotland, and Wales in those 
cases where the requisite funds for co- 
operative credit societies cannot b» 
obtained from private sources. 


Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES (Hunting- 
donshire, Ramsey): As my hon. friend 1s 
aware, the Department of Agriculture in 
Ireland is in a position to dispose of a large 
sum of money in such manner as may 
seem to it most likely to benefit the agri- 
cultural and educational interests under 
its charge ; while the Board of Agricul- 
ture and Fisheries in England has no 
such fund. The number of co-operative 
credit societies in England is not as large 
as in Ireland but, if the co-operative move- 
ment in England should hereafter attain 
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similar proportions, my noble friend the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
and Fisheries would give careful con- 
sideration to any proposals for assistance 
which would not involve a serious charge 
or risk to the Exchequer. 


(Juestions. 


Kerry Roads. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that roads, now alleged to have been 
illegally constructed by the late grand 
juries, are at present maintained at the 
public expense ; and whether, seeing that 
no representations were made to the 
grand juries to reconstruct these roads 
to meet the requirements of the Statute 
of William IV., he will state why this 
demand has been made on the Kerry 
County Council with reference to the 
road at Lickeen, county Kerry. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpuHAm, Dover): I am 
informed that some roads were con- 
structed by the grand jury of a less 
width than 16 feet, notwithstanding the 
provision of the Grand Jury Act, 1836, 
and that such roads have been maintained 
at the public expense. It is doubtful 
whether it would now be competent for 
an auditor to disallow expenditure upon 
such roads. Prior to the passing of the 
Local Government Act of 1898 auditors 
were not empowered to question the 
legality of presentments made by the 
grand jury and duly fiated by the Judge 
of Assize. The road at Lickeen was not 
constructed or repaired by the grand 
jury, and in these circumstances it is 
now obligatory upon the auditor to see 
that the provisions of the law are 
observed. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 
asked if any genera] directions would be 
given to the auditors to prevent these 
surcharges being made. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No; the auditors 
are appointed to examine accounts, and 
to give general directions to persons dis- 
charging that duty would be a mistake. 
They are bound to do their duty accord- 
ing to law, but there is a discretion vested 
in the Local Government Board to 
remit any surcharge on equitable grounds. 


{COMMONS} 
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Head Constable Moore, Royal Irish 
Constabulary. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state the nature of the temporary 
duty which Head Constable Moore is dis- 
charging in Greencastle, county Antrim ; 
and whether he can state why Head 
Constable Moore is not receiving the 
extra allowance due for temporary duty. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Head Constable 
Moore was sent to Greencastle in August 
last as a temporary measure owing to 
the condition of party feeling in the 
district. He performs the duties ordin- 
arily performed by head constables. 
He has not received extra remuneration, 
but if he is entitled to it, it will be paid. 
The hon. Member is aware that my 
attention was directed by Questions put 
last August? to certain occurrences at 
Greencastle. The transfer of the Head 
Constable to the district at that time 
was an act done in the interests of all 
parties in the district. If the district 
continues peaceable, as it is at present. 
he will in due course be withdrawn. 


Antrim County Council. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN : I beg to ask 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state how many salaried officials are 
employed by the Antrim County Council, 
and what the total salary list of that 
body amounts to; and whether he can 
state the religious denominations of the 
officials, and what proportion of the tota! 
salary list is paid to Roman Catholic 
officials. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, §.): May 
I also ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state the number of salaried officials 
in the employment of the Down County 
Council, and the religious denominations 
to which they belong ; the total amount 
of salaries paid; and the proportion 
paid to Roman Catholic officials. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Information in 
respect to the emoluments of the secre- 
tary of each county council in Ireland 
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and of the officials employed in his office 
will be found in a Return laid on the 
Table last session [No. 152]. I see grave 
objections to the Government instituting 
an investigation into the religious de- 
nominations of persons appointed by 
elected bodies. We have no power to 
compel such bodies to give the informa- 
tion. If, however, it were given in the 
case of counties Antrim and Down such 
+ course might lead to a request for 
similar investigation in respect of other 
counties, and so foment a spirit of 
sectarian bitterness which all must desire 
to see allayed. 


Galbraith Estate. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to 
isk the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
ware that the tenants on the property 
ff the late John Samuel Galbraith are 
being sued for rent and arrears; and 
whether, as he has promised to direct 
the Estates Commissioners’ attention to 
his estate with a view to its purchase as 
s congested estate, he will urge the 
Commissioners to at once take steps to 
ipproach the jandlord in this matter 
with 4 view to sale. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I undertook to 
bring the suggestion in the hon. Member’s 
previous Question of the 15th ultimof 
under the notice of the Commissioners. 
That was done, and I am informed that 
they have reveived no application for the 
purchase of the estate from the owner. 
ff such an application be made it will 
have consideration. 


Captain Musters Estate, County 
Longford. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu 
tenant of Ireland in what state the sale of 
the estate of Captain J. G. Musters, 
consisting of a number of townlands in 
the parish of Clonguish, county Long- 
ford, now stands; whetherany objections 
to the sale have been made; if so, by 
whom ; and when it is proposed to vest 
the property in the tenants. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: One hundred and 
two applications for advances on this 
estate were received. In all these, with 
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the exception of six, the sales have been 
completed. In four of the six excepted 
cases questions arose as to boundaries 
and turbary, which have been recently 
disposed of. The advances have been 
sanctioned and the holdings can be at 
once vested. The remaining two are 
awaiting inspection. 


States Butter. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to the sale of States 
Butter, called American Ladles, with the 
view of the Department of Agriculture 
in Ireland taking action to prevent it 
being made up and sold as Irish Firkin 
Butter ; also, whether he will inquire if 
this stutf is made of glucose and dextrine, 
and, if so, will the importation of it be 
stopped. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The attention of 
the Department was directed to this 
substance in August last. It was ascer- 
tained that a quantity had been consigned 
toa Limerick trader not as butter, but 
as “American Butter Grease.” No evi- 
dence was obtainable that the substance 
was placed on the market as Irish butter. 
The Department is giving special atten- 
tion to the matter, and if evidence of 
illegal sales is forthcoming vigorous 
action will be taken. 


Mr. JOYCE: Will the right hon. 
(zentleman give instructions to have 
some of this stuff analysed | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That has been done 
already. 


Alleged en | at Ballinrobe Petty 
essions. 

Mr. JOHN ODONNELL (Mayo, 5.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Lreland whether Mr. 
Allen Bell, Resident Magistrate, stationed 
at Ballinrobe, county Mayo, reported to 
the Irish Executive the grave conduct of 
two policemen who gave false evidence 
at the Ballinrobe Petty Sessions ; and, if 
80, on what date was the communication 
received from him. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have already 
stated that the papers in this case have 
been laid before the Attorney-General, 
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and when further information, which | the hon. Member wili be good enough to 
has been called for, is forthcoming a | repeat it on Monday next. 

decision will be taken by Government. | 
I think the hon. Member will see, there- | 


fore, that it is most undesirable, at the | _ MR. 


Irish Railway Employees—Pensions. 
SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the 


present stage, to answer Questions which | Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 


cover only a small part of the ground 
and deal with a matter on which a 
decision is pending. 


Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: When may | 


we expect a reply ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: At an _ early 
date. Naturally the Government are 


unwilling that this charge should be kept | 


hanging over the heads of these men. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
answer the last part of the Question ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I must decline to 
add anything to my Answer. 


Mr. MACVEAGH rose to put another 
()uestion. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, ‘order! The 
right hon. Gentleman has answered the 
(Juestion on the Paper and distinctly 
declines to say anything further. 


Mr. MACVEAGH : He has not 


answered the litter part of the Question. 


Macroom Labourers’ Cottage Scheme. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that at the Local Government Board 
inquiry into a labourers’ cottage scheme 
for additional half-acres recently held in 
the Macroom Rural District, one of the 
councillors for the Candroma electoral 
division, Mr. Michael Lucey, appeared 
before the inspector on Monday, 22nd, and 
requested that his evidence in favour of 
the scheme should be heard. stating that 
he had received no official notification of 
the inquiry, and could not, owing to 
illness, attend on the first day of the 
proceedings; and, if so, will he explain on 
what grounds the inspector refused the 
evidence of Mr. Lucey at this inquiry. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It has been found 
necessary to communicate this Ques- 


Perhaps 


tion to the inspector for report. 


| Ireland whether, in view of the fact that 
there is not any special provision whereby 
employees on guaranteed light railways in 
| Ireland may become entitled to pensions 
after long and efficient service, he can 
hold out any immediate hope that these 


| public servants will have their interests in 
| this matter considered in a Government 


Bill. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Employees on such 
railways are in the same position as 
officials on other railways and commercial 
undertakings. There are no_ special 
reasons for differentiating in favour of the 
former, and I cannot therefore hold out 
any hope in the direction suggested by 
the hon. Member. 


In reply to a further Question, Mr. 
WYNDHAM said the matter was entirely 
one for the railway companies and he had 
no right to interfere. 


Belfast Constabulary. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
how many sergeantsin the Royal Irish 
Constabulary in Belfast have been retired 
on pension through the age limit during 
the past three years, and to what religious 
denominations they belonged ; how many 
have been retained in the Force, although 
over the age limit, and the religious de- 
nominations to which they belong; and 
whether the system prevailing in Belfast 
is universal in Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no ag® 
limit in Belfast or elsewhere in Ireland. 
The conditions of service in the Force are 
regulated by the Statute 46 and 47 Vict., 
cap. 14. A Return is in preparation 
showing the number and religions of 
sergeants who have been required to 
retire during the past three years upon 
the completion of twenty-five years’ 
service, and will be communicated to the 
hon. Member in the course of the 
afternoon. 

Mrs. Bruce Pryce’s Estate, County 

ildare. 

Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, S.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 




















Ki 


De 


De 


8e 

















(Juestions. 


1485 


that the tenants of Mrs. Bruce Pryce on 
her estate at Rheban, county Kildare, 
have served originating notices to fix fair 
rents for the first term for hearing before 
the County Court Judge at the ensuing 
April sessions at Kildare; that the land- 
lord has served notice to transfer to the 
Land Commission and the order to transfer 
will be made as of course; that Maurice 
Walsh, a tenant on this estate, served an 
originating notice so far back as the 8th 
of February, 1903; that on Vesey’s 
estate notices were served on the 27th 
January, 1903, and no lists for hearing 
these cases have been published up to the 
present ; and, if so, whether, in view of 
the effect on the tenants of the delay in 
having a fair rent fixed, he can state 
when a sub-commission will sit for the 
hearing of cases in county Kildare in 
the Athy Union. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The fair rent 
applications from the Bruce Pryce Estate 
have not yet been transferred from the 
Civi! Bill Court to the Land Commission. 
Applications lodged with the Commission 
from this district prior to the close of last 
vear, will be listed for hearing in the 
course of the present month or early in 
April. 


South African War—Death Roll. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can state the total 
number of officers and men killed, the 
number who died of wounds, and the 
number who died from enteric fever and 
other diseases during the war in South 
Africa. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. ARNotp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): The figures are as follows— 





Warrant, 
Non-Commis- 
sioned Officers 
Officers. and Men. 
Killed or died of wounds 719 6,863. 
Deaths from Enteric 183 7,807. 
fever 
Deaths from other dis- 223 4,926. 


eases 
The statistics do not show the killed 
separately from those who died of 
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wounds, and the compilation of the figures 
would involve considerable labour. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross) inquired how many o: 
those who died of enteric had undergone 
the process of inoculation. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER 
that he had not that information. 


replied 


Somaliland Expenditure. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War under what authority he proposes 
to pay the expenses of the war in 
Somaliland after the 3lst of March, for 
which no provision is made in the Army 
Estimates. 


Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER: I would 
remind the hon. Member of the remarks 
on the subject in my Memorandum on 
Army Estimates, 1904-5. Pending an 
additional Lstimate (should such be 
necessary) the expenditure in question 
will be met temporarily out of Army 
Votes generally for 1904-5. 


South African Natives and Chinese 
Mine Labour. 

Major SEELY (Isle of Wight): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether, before sanctioning the 
Ordinance for the importation of Chinese 
indentured labour into the Transvaal, he 
will cause further inquiry to be made as 
to the effect of such importation on the 
minds of the native tribes of South 
Africa, and the complications which may 
ensue, and communicate the results of 
such inquiry to this House. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. LytTTELTON, 
Warwick and Leamington) : I do not see 
my way to giving the pledge required by 
the hon. and gallant Member. 


Mayor SEELY: That does not 
appear to be an Answer to my Question. 


Transvaal Labour Ordinance—Sale of 
Intoxicants and Opium to Chinese. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): I beg to ask the Secre- 


tary of State for the Colonies whether the 
Transvaal law prohibiting the sale of 
intoxicants to natives will apply to 
imported Chinese labourers; and whether 
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the regulations to be framed under the | 


Transvaal Imported Labour Ordinance 


will prohibit the supply of opium to those 


labourers. py 


Mr. LYTTELTON: 


supply of intoxicants to coloured persons, 
except as regards Kaffir beer for the use 
of natives employed at the mines, and I 
am communicating with Lord Milner as to 
the corresponding arrangements to be 
made in the case of Chinese. 
the second part of the hon. Member’s 
(Juestion, I am advised that Chinese 
labourers are not addicted to the excessive 
use of opium, but the necessity for 
providing against such abuse will not be 
lost sight of. 


Labour Ordinances—-Hours of Labour 
Pay. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether there is any labour Ordinance 
of any importance now in force in any 
Crown colony in which the maximum 
number of hours of labour per day for 
the indentured labourer and the minimum 
rate of wages to he paid him are not 
provided for in the Ordinance itself. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I have not been 
able to assure myself within the short 
notice given of the facts. It is perhaps 
sufficient to state that the contract into 
which the labourer will enter will contain 
the hours of labour and the rate of wages 
agreed upon. The contract is fully safe- 
guarded in the interests of the Chinese, 
not merely by his own intelligence but 
by a Protector to be appointed in China 
by the Chinese Government. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say what wages 
have been agreed upon ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON : No, Sir. 


British Indians and the Transvaal Labour 
rdinance. 


Major SEELY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 


whether his statement in his telegram 
to Lord Milner of 16th January, that 
the provisions of the draft Ordinance 
for the importation of indentured labour, 
if applied to British Indians, would 
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| probably be objected to by the Indian 
Government, is based upon any corre- 
spondence ; and, if so, whether he will 


- | lay this correspondence upon the Table 
of the House. 

The Law to which | 
the hon. Member refers prohibits the | 


Mr. LYTTELTON : The statement in 
the telegram in question was based, not 
upon any correspondence, but upon the 


‘fact that communications have been pro- 


ceeding between the Transvaal Govern- 
ment, the Colonial Office, the Indian Office, 
and the Indian Government with a view 
of arriving at an agreement with regard 
to the sfatus of the Indian traders, 
licensed and unlicensed, carrying on 
business in the Transvaal now and before 
the war ; and that pending the settlement 
of this matter the Indian Government is 
disposed to object to the introduction of 
Indian coolies into the Transvaal. As 
those negotiations are still proceeding | 
do not propose to lay Papers at present. 


Sunday Trains on Irish Railways. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY § (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he is aware that 
the Great Southern and Western Railway 
Company have for some time discontinued 
the Sunday trains between Limerick and 
Tralee, which were continually run by the 
Waterford and Limerick Railway Com- 
pany; whether he has received a resolu- 
tion of the traders and others in 
Abbeyfeale, in the county of Limerick, 
complaining of such action: and whether, 
seeing that by the amalgamation of the 
latter company with the former the 
public were guaranteed equal facilities to 
those heretofore enjoyed by them, he 
will, in view of the loss and inconvenience 
o the public caused by the discontinuance 
of these trains, take steps to have them 
continued. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
received from the hon. Member a copy of 
the resolution to which he refers. I am 
inviting the observations of the railway 
company in the matter and will com- 
municate with the hon. Member on 
receiving the company’s reply. 


Cork Post e-Sas for American 
ails. 

Me. J. F. X. O’BRIEN (Cork): I bez 

to ask the Postmaster-General whether, 

in view of the fact that the whole dual 
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staff of the Cork Post Office, with four or 
five exceptions, has suffered to an extent 
varying from ld. to 4d. per hour by the 
abolition of the special rate for overtime 
for the disposal of the American mail 
matter, he will increase the minimum rate 
to ls. per hour, in view of the importance 
attached to the acceleration of those 
mails; and whether steps wiil be taken, 
without delay, to compensate those officers 
who have suffered by the late reduction. 


Tae POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
STANLEY, Lancashire, Westhoughton): I 
have called for a further report on the 
matter to which the hon. Member refers, 
and I will give him a reply as soon as 
possible. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork Co., E.): 
Can the noble Lord say why this special 
rat of pay for overtime has been 
abolished @ 


Lorp STANLEY: It arises out of a 
general readjustment based on the recom- 
mendations, I believe, of the Tweedmouth 
Committee. [am making further inquiries 
into the matter. 


Marine Insurance Bill. 

Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liverpool, 
Exchange): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury if he will state whether 
the Marine Insurance Bill will be re-intro- 
duced at an early date. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrourR, Manchester, E.): I hope the 
Bill to which my hon. friend refers, and 
in which I know he takes the greatest 
interest, will be introduced at an early 
date. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR: Will it 
be first brought in in this House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, I believe 
that is the arrangement. 


Alien Immigration Bill. 

Mr. TREVELYAN Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
ihe Treasury whether it is probable that 
the Alien Immigration Bill will be 
introduced before Easter. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope this 
Bill will be introduced before Easter, 
but the House knows that our pressing 
necessity at the present moment is 
Supply, and I can give no absolute pledge 
on the subject. 


(Questions. 


Parliament and the? Press. 

Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk,  Stow- 
market): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether he will consider 
the advisability of arranging to supply 
Blue-books and other State Papers, issued 
by Command or by public departments, 
simultaneously to Parliament and to {the 
Press. 


Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Before the right hon. 
Gentleman answers, may I point out, with 
regard to the mysterious document to 
which I have already made reference on 
two successive days, that we are still 
without that document, although it 
appeared in the newspapers on Monday 
morning ? 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I think the fact 
towhich the right hon. Gentleman calls my 
attention, and of which I was not aware, 
is most regrettable. I do not know what 
is the cause of it. The House knows 
that when the Press gets hold of a docu- 
ment it has very exceptional facilities 
for rapidly putting it before the public, 
and no machinery we can construct, will, 
I think, be able to compete with them. 
But I think every effort ought to be 
made in order that documents may be in 
the hands of Members or, at the very 
least, in the Vote Office before they are 
available for the Press for publication. 


“Sm H. CAMPBELIL-BANNERMAN : 
The right hon. Gentleman hardly goes 
back far enough. He says the Press 
‘got hold ” of this document. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, no! 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Someone must have given the document 
to the Press. The point at which to stop 
these proceedings is surely the point 
where the communication is made by the 
Government. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I was not 
talking about that particular document. 
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I did, it is true, refer to that, but in my 
general observations I was referring to a 
rule which I think, as far as possible, 
ought to be applied to all documents. 
As regards that particular document, I 
think it is a very serious thing that it 
should not have been in the hands of 
Members. I was not in London last 


Standing 


week. I was communicated with as_ to 
whether there was any objection to 
publication. I said “ No.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN: Would the 
difficulty not be got over by arranging 
that the Press shall only obtain the 
documents when printed for the use of 
Members ? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES = (Lynn 
Regis): Inasmuch as the copy furnished 
to the Press is always printed, would 
it take more than a few more hours 
to strike off the 700 copies required for 
Members 1 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
the matter is quite so simple as my hon. 
friend supposes, but I am quite willing to 
do my best. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): Was this 
mysterious document submitted to the 
members of the Cabinet before being 
given to the Press ? 


*Mr SPEAKER: That does not arise 
out of the Question. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N.): Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that it is 
quite customary for the Press to get 
advance copies of public documents long 
before they are in the hands of 
Members ? 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. This 
is now becoming a debate. 


Irish Bills. 

Mr JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): [ 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will immediately introduce 
the promised measure dealing with 
labourers in Ireland, so as to afford 
ample time for the consideration of its 
provisions by those specially interested 
in the matter. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Both the Bills 


to which the hon. Gentleman refers will, 
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I hope, be introduced at a very early 
date. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: May w, 
hope they may be introduced nex 
week ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope so. 


The Parliamentary Session. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8. ‘V.) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether his attention has been 
called to the proposed alteration in the 
Parliamentary Session; and if he will 
give facilities for a discussion upon the 
subject. 


Mpg. A. J. BALFOUR : I do not think 
anything but good would ensue upon a 
discussion of this question by the House, 
and I hope my hon. friend will be 
successful in the ballot. There are two 
points to be considered in connection 
with this matter—one is the great diffi- 
culty of rearranging the session in view 
of the legal end of the financial] vear and 
the necessity of getting through the 
greater part of Supply after the financial 
year. The second difficulty which has 
always influenced me in throwing cold 
water on the propos:! is that. while I am 
quite sure it would be easy to make the 
session begin earlier, I am not quite sure 
it would be easy to make it end earlier 


NEW WRIT. 
New Writ for the coumy of Dorset 
(Eastern Division), in the room of the 
Hon. Humphry Napier Sturt, now Baron 


Alington, called up to the House of Peers. 
—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 





STANDING COMMITTEES 
(CHAIRMEN’S PANEL). 

Sir James FeRcusson reported from 
the Chairmen’s Panel; That they had 
appointed Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice to 
act as Chairman of the Standing Com- 
mittee for the consideration of Bills 
relating to Law, and Courts of Justice. 
and Legal Procedure; and Sir Thomas 


Esmonde to act as Chairman of the 
Standing Committee for the considera- 
tion of Bills relating to Trade (including 
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Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and | Vote A and Vote 1, and it is by arrange- 


Manufactures. 


Sir James FeRcusson further reported | 
from the Chairmen’s Panel; That they | 
had agreed to the following Resolution :— | 
‘‘That any member of the Chairmen’s | 
Panel be and he is hereby empowered to | 
| ask any other member of the Chairmen’s 
_ Panel to take his place in case of 
necessity.” 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


| PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE, 
Second Report brought up, and read; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


NEW BILL. 


vy 





OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES) (No. 2) BILL. 

) “To amend The Outdoor Relief 
1 (Friendly Societies) Act, 1894,” presented 
- by, Mr. Gretton; supported by Mr. 
Butcher, Mr. Cameron, Sir Ernest 
Flower, Sir Carne Rasch, Mr. Shackleton, | 
e and Mr. Soames; to be read a second | 
time upon Wednesday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 106.] 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee: 


(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 

e 
= NAVY ESTIMATES, 1904-5. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £6,691,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
Expenses of Wages, etc., to Officers, 
Seamen and Boys, Coast Guard, and 
Royal Marines, which will come in| 
course of payment during the  year| 
d ending on the 3lst day of March, 1905.” 
to - . = 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 


dee) inquired if a general discussion 
vould be allowed on the Vote. 


lls 


as 


he 





has been to allow a general discussion on 





| moved of the whole sum it 
_ be possible then to move a 


ment only that such discussions are allowed 
on other Votes. I, therefore, think that 
in this case a general discussion will be 
permissible. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.) 
sud that in continuation of the protest 
he made on Vote A he intended to move 
a reduction of the present Vote, which 


|was the first in which they were con- 
| fronted with a large increase of money 
| for naval expenditure. 
| was justified from the point of view of 


He thoucht he 


the Irish taxpayers in making a practical 
protest by moving a reduction. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): On 


a point of order I wish to move an 


_Amendment, and I should like to know 
a 3 
| Gentleman for East Clare will have the 


reduction moved by the hon. 


effect of excluding me from an oppor- 
tunity of drawing attention to 
earlier item in the Vote? 


an 


*Tur CHAIRMAN: If a reduction is 
will not 


reduction of 


an item. 
Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): Would 
|it be possible for the Government 


|to put the closure on the Motion, and 
thus deprive hon. Members of an oppor- 
tunity of discussing details of the Vote ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Certainly. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said 
had no desire to prevent hon. Gentlemen 
above the Gangway indulging in any criti- 
cisms they might deem necessary in regard 
to the policy of the Government, and, 


1, 
he 


| therefore, he would content himself with 
| moving 2 reduction of Item A Ly the sum 
| of £281,692. 


He thought it was most 
unjust and unfair from the point of view 
of the Irish taxpayer that, without any 
reference whatever to the capacity of 


Ireland to meet these great increases of 


expenditure, these additions 
Estimates should be put down. 


to the 
He did 


/not complain in the slightest degree of 
the Secretary to the Treasury or of the 
| officials in charge of the Admiralty 
*Tue CHAIRMAN: I think the practice | making what arrangements they con- 


sidered to be necessary for the efficiency 
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of the Fleet as far as England was 
concerned, and he held that an Irish 
Member had very little right in that 
House to okject to any experditure— 
naval or otherwise— of the money of the 
British taxpayer. ‘Ihe Government was 
entitled to do exactly as it liked with its 
own taxation. ‘hey could increase the 
Navy Estimates and the Army Estimates 
year by year if they chose, but the Irish 
taxpayers objected—and it was an 
objection against which no reasonable 
argument could be advanced—that it 
was unfair to insist on their paying 
whether their country was prosperous or 
not. ‘They ought not to be called upon, 
whether they liked or not, to pay their 
share of any increased expenditure which 
might be deemed necessary by the British 
Government. That raised at once the 
whole question of Ireland’s position 
towards Great Britain under the Act of 
Union, which abolished the Irish Par- 
liament. They were told at the time of 
the Union that the amalgamation of the 
Irish and British Legislatures would have 
most beneficial results so far as Ireland 
was concerned; they were told that 
under the Union they would enjoy 
benefits and advantages which they could 
never obtain under an Irish Parliament. 


But those who opposed the Union very | 


wisely predicted that that result very 
likely would not be achieved, but that, 
on the contrary, the result of the union | 
of the Irish and British Parliaments 
would be that Ireland, from a financial 
point of view, would suffer considerably. 


He ventured to assert most respectfully | 


that no Member on e'ther side of the 


House could deny that the effect of the | 


Union down to the present day had been 


that the Irish taxpayer had been called | 


upon to spend enormous sums for pur- 
poses which would never have arisen at 
all had Ireland remained a self-governing 
country with a Parliament of her own— 
had been called upon to spend enormous 
sums of money for purposes which had 
been brought about owing to the action 
of England and Scotland, and through no 
fault of the Irish people themselves. He 
knew he was bound to confine himself to 
the Navy Estimates on that particular 
otherwise, he thought he would 
able to trace, year by year, 


occasion ; 
have been 


during the last century, action on the 
Mr, William Redmond, 
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part of successive Governments which 
had entailed the expenditure of enormous 
sums by Ireland owing to the arrange- 
ments under the Union from which Ireland 
had derived no benefit whatever. He 
would not refer, even briefly, to the South 
African War which had just been con- 
cluded. It was, however, a notorious 
fact that Ireland had no interest in that 
war, that the Irish people were passion- 
ately opposed to it, and whether they 
were right or wrong in the estimation o 
Englishmen, the fact remained that the 
voices and the votes of Ireland in that 
House were raised in opposition to it, 
and that they disclaimed all participation 
init. Yet the Irish people had been 
called upon to pay a very large and 
unfair proportion of the 250,000,000 or 
so Of money which the war had cost the 
taxpayers of these countries. 


£. These Naval Estimates were simply a 
continuation of the old policy towards 
Ireland of making Irish people 
share an increased expenditure whether 
they desired to do so or not, and his 
object in rising that day was to ask— 
though he supposed it would be perfectly 
futile for him to do so—that in the 
future some arrangement might be made, 
while the present system of Irish Govern- 
| ment lasted, whereby increased expendi- 
|ture which was initiated by England 
alone should be borne by England alone, 

|and that the Irish taxpayers should be 
|relieved from this enormous tax upon 
| their slender resources. He knew per- 

fectly well that a great many Members 
would come at once to the conclusion 
that in objecting to the increase of thos: 
| Estimates he, and those of his colleagues 
who joined him in the objection, were 
| simply actuated by the motive of delay- 
ing the transaction of business. There 
were, he believed, some Members who 
went so far as to say that their object 
was simply to waste the time of Parlia- 
ment. Well, they had to put up with 
those misrepresentations, and he said 
there, as sincerely and truly as ever any 
man had made a declaration in that 
House, that he was objecting to that 
increase because he believed it was mon- 
strously unjust and unfair to ask Irish 
taxpayers for an increase of even one 
shilling of money under the Vote. He 
would ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
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if he could tell him how much of that 
money would—directly or indirectly— 
benefit the Irish people. The number of 
Irishmen in the Fleet was extremely 
small, and, as regarded the cost of the 
Coest Guard Service, that service was, in 
Ireland, also a comparatively small one. 
It would, therefore, be impossible to 
suggest that Ireland participated to 
any extent in the benefit of the ex- 
penditure of this money. An increase 
Was apparent in all the Votes con- 
tained in the Estimates, and in con- 
nection with everyone of them he 
ventured to assert that the Irish people 
got no return whatever for the expendi- 
ture. It was perfectly futile for the 
Secretary to the Treasury or any other 
hon. Member representing the Govern- 
ment to tell him that they had in return. 
for that great expenditure the satisfaction 
of knowing that they were protected and 
safeguarded all round their coasts by the 
sritish Fleet. 


He did not know whether this 
country was in danger or not; he 
did not know whether the standard set 
up—the two-Power standard which had 
been set up for our Fleet to render it able 
to cope with the fleets of any other two 
nations in the world--was justified by 
circumstances or not. This country 
might be in danger, and it might be 
‘onsidered necessary t? spend even more 
money than it was now proposed to spend 
for its protection ; but, however that 
might be, no one could seriously urge 
that it was necessary for the welfare and 
security of Ireland, with its population of 
1,500,000, to spend year after year increas- 
ingly large sums of money for the upkeep 
of the greatest and largest Fleet in the 
world. They in Ireland were in no danger ; 
their foreign trade had unfortunately al- 
most vanished. A hundred years ago there 
was a considerable trade throughout Ire- 
land, but one of the results of the destruc- 
tion of the separate Irish Government had 
undoubtedly been the disappearance of 
the foreign trade of Ireland, and it was, 
therefore, absurd to say that any theory 
of national security or well-being could 
justify a demand on the Irish people to 
spend millions of their money for a Fleet 
from which they derived absolutely no 
advantage whatever. He said seriously 


it would only be fair and reasonable to 
arrive at some arrangement in regard to 
Ireland whereby, if it were necessary that 
[FOURTH SERIES. } 
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they should pay some share of the cost, 
the amount should be fixed and _ not 
exceeded year after year. That was done 
in the case of the Colonies, and he would 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
without going into details, to say whether, 
supposing our naval expenditure continued 
growing year by year, the demand upon 
the Colonies would increase in proportion. 
They knew very well that it would not ; 
that a sum had been fixed to cover a 
certain period of years, and that whether 
the expenditure on the British Navy was 
larger or smaller that given sum only 
would have to be paid. The case of Ire- 
land, however, was quite different from 
that of the Colonies. The Irish people 
were poorer, their resources were much 
slighter in every way than _ the 
resources of the Colonies. They certainly 
were not so wealthy, and it was, there- 
fore, most unnecessary to call upon them 
to pay this enormously huge sum of 
money, iacreasing as it was, vear by year. 
The whole position of Ireland in reference 
to Great Britain in this matter was most 
unjust and unfair, and he would go even 
further and would say that, in his opinion, 
it was a downright mean thing for a great 
and wealthy Government like the present 
one to insist upon the Irish people, whose 
poverty was perfectly well known, sharing 
to the fullest extent the burden of this 
expenditure. He might cite another point. 
Some years ago a Royal Commission sat 
to consider the relative positions of Ire- 
land and Great Britain in the matter of 
taxation, and it was on record that that 
Commission reported that the Irish people 
were contributing several millions a year 
more than they ouzht in fairness to pay 
for national purposes. That could not be 
gainsaid in any way, and yet the demands 
upon the Irish tixpayer were being in- 
creased year after year. The Irish people 
found the greatest possible difficulty in 
providing for themselves the ordinary 
necessaries of life, and yet, without the 
slizhtest reference to their deplorable 
condition, the representitives of the 
wealthy English nation came there and 
without anv hesitation insisted that they 
should consent to the increased naval 
expenditure. The Irish people hid no 
sympathy whatever with this braggart 
policy which%had been adopted by the 
present Government, the result of which 
they saw in the expenditure of those 
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enormous sums of money. If the Govern- 
ment considered these things were neces- 
sary, if they considered that the wealth 
of the country should be sunk in ship- 
building and gunmaking, it was their 
business, and no one had any right to 
interfere with their opinion or their 
decision to spend their own money as 
lavishly and as generously as they chose 
upon their Fleet. They might make that 
Fleet four times its present size, they 
might fill their dockyards with work 
and employ thousands more men than 
they did at the present day ; but they had 
no right to ask the people of Ireland, who 
were not threatened by any danger from 
any Power in the wide world, to keep pace 
with them in that expenditure, which was 
creating alarm by reason of its very magni- 
tude. 

He had asked «a Question of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer that day with 
a View to securing a Return which would 
give in a handy and intelligible form infor- 
mation showing to the taxpayer of this 
country, and of Ireland as well, what had 


been the growth of naval  expendi- 
ture during the last twenty years. 


‘This year there was a further increase, 
next year there would be another, and 
doubtless in the year following the 
same thing would happen, and so the 
thing would go on until there was as 
much spent on the Army and Navy as 
was at present spent on all the Depart- 
ments put together. That was the road 
to ruin. One day there would be a rude 
awakening, and the masses of the people 
would see that national safety did not 
exist in this rivalry between nations as 
to expenditure. Personally he did not 
care if it did lead England to disaster, as 
in many ways she deserved it. She 
could make her Navy as large as she 
liked, but she ought to do it with her 
own money, and not force Ireland to pay 
whether she liked it or not. As anillus- 
tration of the manner in which Ireland 
was treated he instanced the Coastguards. 
He had no objection to Coastguards as 
such; they were picturesque - looking 
individuals, and with their flags and guns 
they served to break the monotony of 
the coast. But so far as Ireland was 
concerned far too much money was spent 
on the service. What was the use of 
the expenditure? When had the Irish 
voast been attacked? When had these 


men made any practical return for the 
NM Ce William Redmond. 
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money expended on them? The days of 
smuggling had long gone by, and the 
Coastguards apparently had nothing to 
do except to fire big guns at nothing at 
all in the sea. Along the Irish coasts 
there existed some of the poorest and 
most miserable populations in the whole 
world; the people were huddled together 
without sufficient land to live upon and 
with their fisheries undeveloped. Side 
by side with these poverty stricken 
people would be found a Coastguard 
station, the cost of whose upkeep, if 
spent in improving harbours or buying 
boats, might greatly relieve the lot of 
these poor people. The contrast was 
really too great. He could not expect 
English Members, who probably repre- 
sented constituencies in which there was 
no real poverty, to enter into his view on 
this matter, but if they came from 
districts in Ireland they would readily 
acree that there was much to complain 
of in the enormous expenditure from which 
the Irish people derived no benefit what- 
ever. He was perfectly aware that no 
attention whatever would be paid to 
anything Irish representatives might say. 
It was true that they did not share the 
Englishman’s enthusiasm for the Navy 
and the Empire. As a matter of fact, 
many of their constituents had never 
even seen a man-of-war, and they could 
not be said to be unreasonable in 
objecting to enormous increases in the 
Votes from which they would derive no 

ractical benefit whatever. A system hy 
which Ireland made a reasonable fixed 
payment might work, but the present 
system under which she had to pay more 
and more every year simply perpetuated 
illfeeling, dissatisfaction, and disloyalty. 
It was well known that Ireland had no 
sympathy with the policy which neces- 
sitated the expenditure of £42,000,000 
on the Navy and = £25,000,000 or 
£30,000,000 on the Army; she 
was outside it in every way except 
that she was compelled to bear her full 
share of the cost; but as long as that 
position continued there would remain to 
her representatives the consolation, poor 
though it might be.o/ protesting vigorously 
and repeatedly against an impost which 
was unfair and mean to the last degree. 
He begged to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Wages, &c., of Officers, 
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Seamen, and Boys) be reduced by 
£231,692.°—(Ur. William Redmond.) 


Sm JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity), who was very indistinctly heard, 
referred to the method by which the 
Admiralty now selected the young officers 
‘or the Navy. He heartily supported the 
principle of the scheme. Without com- 
mitting himself to every detail, he be- 
lieved the plan adopted was an admirable 
one, and he hoped it would be successful, 
There were two methods of selecting 
fficers—that adopted by the Admiralty 
of taking the boys at 1 very early age, 
and becoming responsible for their entire 
education, and the system adopted by all 
ther civilised nations of taking the young 
officer at seventeen or eighteen years of 
age from the ordinary civil population and 
then beginning special training. The sys- 
tem of the Admiralty was not necessarily 
to be condemned because it was unique. 
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|and been found wanting. 


He believed the British naval officer, all | 


round, to be the best in the world, but 
whether that was in consequence or in 
spite of the method of training was a 


point upon which differences of opinion | 


might exist. 


One of the chief disadvan- | 


tages of the present system was that the | 


young boys were deprived of the immense 
advantage ol being brought up, snd edu- 
cated amongst the ordinary youth of the 
country. They had not got the ideas which 


they would get in association with other | 


boys, and that was no doubt a very great 
disadvantage. Another disadvantage was 
that when a boy was twelve years of age, 
it was difficult to say whether he would 
make a good naval officer or not. Again 
they could not tell when he arrived at 
the age of seventeen or eighteen years 
whether he might not have developed an 
earnest desire for some Other profession. 
It was a great misfortune for a grown-up 
young man to be obliged to follow a 
profession to which he had not a natural 
bent. Having made their choice he 
thought the Admiralty were carrying it 
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examination. He also wished to point 
out that to test the success of the scheme 
would require a considerable number of 
years. His hon. friend behind him seemed 
to think that the scheme had succeeded 
already. He agreed that it would not be 
difficult to get a great number of boys to 
join the Navy, but it would be «t Jeast 
twenty or thirty years before they could 
tell whether the naval officer produced by 
this sort of training would be an im- 
provement. One objection he had 
always made was that the plan of taking 
boys at twelve vears of age had been tried 
The plan of 
taking them at seventeen or eighteen 
years of age had not been tried, but he 
did not think the age of fifteen or sixteen 
years as an alternative was a satisfactory 
compromise. 


With regard to school management, 
when the Admiralty undertook to 
manage a school they should be very 
careful to see that it was really a 
good one. Ii public schools were never 
going to be better than they were now, 
then the Admiralty would be right in say- 
ing that they must have a school of their 
own. He was not sure that the Admir- 
alty would be able to maintain the school 
as well as the public schools were now 
maintained. He would suggest that the 
Admiralty shou'd have this school 
examined by the Department of the Board 
of Education, and that the reports of 
that inspection and examination should 
from time to time be laid on the Table of 
the House. He thought that would be a 
safeguard for the Admiralty itself, and a 


| guarantee that the large amount of money 


asked for would be usefully and properly 
expended. Instead of taking a much 
larger number of boys at the age of 
eighteen it might be better to have some 


|system by which the wastage could be 


out in the best way they could, and he | 


cordially wished their plan success. He 
hoped they would never send these young 
boys to anything approaching a competi- 
tive examination, for it did them a most 
pernicious injury to cram them. If 
the system adopted was to be given 
a fair chance they must make up 
their minds not to have a competitive 


supplied from the outside. That had 
been done in former days in the Admir- 
alty, and in that way they had a great 
check upon the efficiency of the system. 
Those were points which he desired to 
urge upon the Government last year, 
but he did not get the opportunity. He 
wished the Admiralty to consider this as 
a matter of education, and not as a 
matter of naval policy, and if they did he 
thought it possible that some system of 
the kind might improve and assist the 
plan which the Admiralty had adopted 
3 F 2 
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and in the carrying out of which he had 
no desire to do anything but give them 
the most cordial support. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) said there could be no doubt 
that expenditure upon the present 


scale of the Navy Estimates pressed very 
hardly upon this country as well as upon 
Ireland. Knowing as he did the import- 
ance of having a sufficiently strong Navy, 
he had never found any difficulty in 
supporting the Navy Estimates, and, 
despite their growth, which had becn 
almost alarmingly rapid, he should not 
oppose any part of the expenditure upon 
the Navy which was now being asked for. 
Years ago he said in this House that he 
thought the expenditure upon the Navy 
would ultimately rise to £40,000,000, 
but he did not think it would have 
arrived so soon. With regard to the 
information upon which they granted the 
money that was asked for, he thought that 
information was in some respects some- 
what slender. It was, indeed, almost 
impossible that it should be otherwise, 
because they all knew that there were 
items in naval expenditure as in other 
Departments which could not well be dis- 
cussed in public. They took a very 
serious responsibility upon themselves in 
voting an expenditure which increased at 
so rapid a rate unless they were certain 
that means could not be devised by which 
the House could be more fully taken 
into the confidence of the Admiralty. 
They could not consider the Navy 
Estimates without bearing in mind what 
was being spent annually upon naval 
works. The naval works at Rosyth would 
cost over £5,000,000. He gave that as an 
example of the expenditure they were 
asked to sanction without having any 
real knowledge of what it was for. If 
one had to defend that expenditure in 
the country it could be justified fully 
only upon the ground that it was neces- 
sary to have properly equipped dock- 
yards situated in the cheapest centre of 
production. In order to continue this 
great annual outlay upon the Navy it was 
necessary that the Government should 
take the country along with them as well 
as the House of Commons. It was stated 
by Lord Goschen in introducing the Navy 
Estimates in 1899 that a Supplementary 
Estimate was needed because a large sum 
had been taken from a special fund in 


Sir John Gorst. 
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Russia for Navy purposes. It might not 
be always possible to give the grounds 
for which money was asked for the Navy. 
What he felt in regard to the Vote for 
new construction was that sufficient cause 
had not been made out for raising it t» 
the figure at which it stood. It might 
not be possible to do that in public. The 
consideration which he wished specially 
to put before the hon. Gentleman was 
one which had been already referred to, 
and that was whether it would not be 
possible to appoint a Committee of the 
House with power to sit in secret session, 
as the Foreign Relations Committee did 
in America, and whether fuller informa- 
tion could not be imparted to those 
Members of the House who were most 
qualified, irrespective of Party, to serve on 
such a Committee. He believed if the 
Navy Estimates had the support of a 
Committee of that kind there would be 
much less disposition. either in the 
House or the country, to cavil at the 
details of this great expenditure with 
which the country was burdened. He 
would always be, as he had always been, 
in favour of voting the fullest provision 
for the requirements of the Fieet, and he 
submitted the suggestion as to whether it 
was not possible to take the House of 
Commons more into the confidence 0! 


the Admiralty, hoping that it 
might be seriously considered. He 


believed the suggestion could be worked 
out without any great difficulty. 


*Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said he 
knew some of the hardships involved 
in the new principle of entering 
boys at twelve years of age, because 
it shut out those of a class who, prior 
to the introduction of the new scheme. 
had an opportunity of entering the Navy. 
That would apply to the engineer class of 
officers most particularly. He did not in 
the least suggest snobbery, but there could 
be nodoubt that little opportunity would be 
given to certain people to gain admittance 
in future to the higher ranks of the Navy. 
He did not suppose in these democratic 
days anyone would attempt to argue that 
all the best brain was reserved for a few. 
In the United States and other countries 
very many of the best men came from the 
most humble beginnings. He thouzht it 
would be shutting out a great element 0! 
strength to absolutely close the doors 
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of those who had had an 
hitherto of access. He 
desired to raise a question affecting 
training. They were told by the 
Secretary to the Admiralty that the 
training of the Navy in the future was 
bound to be scientific, mainly concerning 
cunnery and the care of machinery, and 
that all boys as soon as they went into 
training ships would have their attention 
directed to those matters. It occurred to 
him that there would be a great need in 
future for schoolmasters to prepare the 
minds of the lads for the higher examina- 
tions they would have to pass at a later 
period for the posts of petty and warrant 
officers, and so on. Of course in the old 
days the seamanship instructor was a great 
man on the ship, when promotion was 
dependent almost entirely on good 
seamanship. That had entirely dis- 
uppeared and a new state of affairs 
had come into existence, and a scien- 
tific knowledge would be needed even 
among the lower deck to enable them to 
make thatscientific progression expected of 
them in gunnery, torpedo work, signalling, 
and so on. At the present moment he 
understood that no schoolmaster was 
carried on any ship afloat. He would 
-uggest that the Admiralty should consider 
the desirability of introducing into all 
sea-going ships carrying, say, a crew 
of 200 or more, a_ schoolmaster, 
who should be carefully — selected. 
He wished to ask the hon. Gentleman a 
(Juestion in regard to a matter which 
was referred to in the First Lord’s State- 
ment. He referred to the assimilation of 
the seale of the Marines to the scale 
approved for the Army both with regard 
to pay and allowances. Would that 
assimilation be extended to separation 
money ? Now there was an undertaking 
on the part of the Admiralty to equalise 
the condition of the Marine with that of 
the soldier because it was held to be 
practically impossible to have different 
rates of pay prevailing for these services. 
What he wanted to know was whether 
the Admiralty was acting actually on an 
eyuality basis if they ignored the claims 
of the Marine to the separation money 


to some 
opportunity 


which the soldier who was married 
received when abroad. This was 
a matter of considerable interest to 


many, and he hoped the hon. Gentleman 
would be able to give some satisfaction 
upon it. 
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Mr. GROVES (Salford, %.) said the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Cambridge’ University spoke with 
authority on all matters relating to 
education. Whether boys were to take 
their place in the services or in the 
ordinary walks of life, any opinion which 
the right hon. Gentleman gave on their 
education deserved attention. He had 
had experience in his own family of 
various methods of naval education. One 
of his boysentered the Navy some ten years 
ago, and had had a successful career. A 
second boy who afterwards entered 
some four or five years later had 
also been successful. He had a third 
boy who would soon apply for entrance. 
His opinion was that the most recent 
inrovation was one which was likeiy to 
have considerable advantages in the 
matter of education, and in the future of 
the Navy. He did not agree with the 
right hon. Gentleman that it would be wise 
to leave the education of officers to the 
age of eighteen, because the earlier they 
had the environment round the young 
life the more likely were they to develop 
their predilection in favour of the career 
they were goiny to take. It was possible 
for the boys themselves, after running 
through the earlier period of training, if 
found by the parents to be unfit for 
the career, or if the boys expressed 
a definite distaste for it to be 
withdrawn from the service. He had 
found in his own experience that it was 
of the greatest possible advantage to give 
boys an early naval environment. The 
fate of the country might depend on the 
natural inclination of officers for their 
work and their scientific training, and, if 
their selection was leit to a later period of 
life, valuable time for training would be 
wasted which the most recent change in 
regard to entrance would enable them to 
improve. It must not be forgotten that 
under the new system youngsters did not 
make a selection of the particular branch 
of the service to which they eventually 
attached themselves till a later period. 
They were now to be put through the 
same curriculum and training up to a 
certain period, and afterwards it was 
determined by selection, merit, or effici- 
ency which branch they should enter. He 
thought this was a considerable gain 
under the new system. The natural bent 
was given full play, and that was also a 
great advantage over the old system. 
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He would take this opportunity of asking 
the Civii Lord for information on some of 
the figures in the Estimates. 
with regret on the fact that we had not 
provided for an equal number of boys 
under training who were eventually to 


become our seamen, as was the case last | 


year. The number had been decreased 
from 6,200 to 5,000, though there was a 
provision for 360 boys under training of 
the artificer class which did not appear 
last year. There was an increase in the 
amount of prizes given for shooting, which 
was a step in the right direction. Our 
seamen gunners ought to be encouraged 
more than in the past to acquire the art 
of good shooting; and money prizes 
acted as a great incentive to this as well 
as mere kudos winning. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Clare spoke of the Coastguard 
gunnery practice as “ firing at nothing at 
all,’ but was the hon. Member himself 
not really firing at “ nothing at all” in 
the speech he had just made ? 


Mr. SWILLIAM REDMOND said he 
was firing ut the hon. Gentleman; and he 
did not know whether that was firing at 
nothing at all. 


*Mr. GROVES said the hon. Member 
for Clare might have been firing at the 
Civi! Lord of the Admiralty, but at any 
rate he could not believe that the hon. 
Gentleman was firing at him. If so he 
paid him a very great compliment. The 
hon. Member had complained that during 
the autumn manceuvres the Fleet had 
not made its base in different parts of 
Ireland, but one portion of the torpedo 
destroyer fleet had its base at Kingstown 
and in Dublin harbour; and another 
portion of the Home Fleet had its base 
ut Bantry Bay, so that the hon. Member 
would see that Ireland was not altogether 
neglected. He was quite sure that if the 
hon. Member would continue to press the 
matter upon the Civil Lord, it might be 
arranged that all future naval engage- 
ments should take place round the coast 
of Ireland. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said that the 
discussion of the past two days had 
amply justified the few observations 
he had made on the subject of finance 
when he seconded the Resolution 


then before the House, and endeavoured 
Mr. Ki arle Ue 


{COMMONS} 


He looked | 





Estimates, 1904-5. 1508 


|to impress on the Committee that the 
present provision of naval force far 
exceeded the two-Power standard. That 
contention had been supported by hon. 
and right hon. Gentlemen on both sides 
of House and emphasised by the 
right hon. Member for West Bristol. 
There was no doubt that the general 
result of the discussion was that the 
Committee was impressed with the view 
that at the present moment we had a 
more than sufficient naval force for any 
probable eventuality in any naval war in 
which we might be engaged. He had 
endeavoured to bring that to the test of 
any reasonable interpretation of the 
two-Power standard, and he believed he 
had shown that we were able to meet 
any such contingency in any part of the 
world. While there was in many quarters 
of the House a disinclination to propose 
specific decreases either of expenditure, 
shipbuilding, or men, there was a wide- 
spread desire, which came out very clearly 
in the course of the debate, that a stop 
should be put to the increases that were 
now going on, more particularly when 
hon. Members became aware of the fact 
that within the four corners of the 
Estimates there was involved not merely 
the voting of the specific sums included 
in the Estimates as initial expenditure, 
but large increases in future years. He 
thought the Committee should get some 
assurance from the Government on this 
point. We were constantly getting 
committed to small sums of initial 
expenditure, like £5,000, £10,000, or 
£20,000, which might result in an additional 
expenditure of millions. There was the 
case of the two dockyards, which would 
involve, when they were completed, an 
annual charge of hundreds of thousands 
of pounds being placed on the Estimates. 
We could not but fail to recognise that 
the present times were not only critical 
but transitional. Critical because of the 
nival war in the Far East; but 
surely we might draw the conclusion that 
being in a position of great naval 
superiority—and acknowledged to beso— 
we could fairly offer to hold our hand and 
rest in peace. Still more was that 
argument good if we looked at these as 
transitional times in regard to naval 


warfare and naval defence. Many 
disputable points in regard to naval 


_ warfare were being put to the test and it 
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would be only prudent to hold our hands, 
if possible, with a view to profit by the 
experience and lessons to be drawn from 
the war in the Far East. There had 
been no answer to the contention of 
the hon. Member for Dewsbury and the 
right hon. Member for Forest of Dean in 
regard to the expenditure on battleships. 
The Admiralty were taking the initial 
steps which would involve an expenditure 
of £4,000,000 or £5,000,000 on a type of 
battleship which they themselves acknow- 
ledged ws not the best available type. 


Tue SECRETARY to raz ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge) said that these ships had been 
laid down some six weeks ago, and it was 
not possible to alter them now. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said that the Ad- 
miralty might have begun to lay down 
these ships six weeks ago, but that only 
shifted the responsibility further back 
and did not affect his argument. There 
was another point which he wished to 
put forcibly to the Admiralty which 
showed still more the unwisdom of the 
present expenditure of the Department; 
and that was, that in all prebability the 
plans for the new and improved type of 
battleship would be ready in the autumn 
ot this year. If the new type was more 
powerful than the present and was likely 
to be adopted not only by ourselves but 
by foreign Powers, it would have been 
wisdom, from a financial point of view, for 
the Admiralty to hold their hands so as 
to have these new vessels of the best 
possible improved type. Another point 
on which the Committee should have 
some information was the distribution of 
the Fleet at the present moment. It 
appeared to him somewhat strange that 
there should be the enormous naval force 
there wasin certain seas compared withthat 
we held at home. There were squadrons 
in parts of the world where no other 
nation had any naval force whatever. 
Taking the numbers from the Navy List 
we had thirty-eight vessels on the China 
Station; in the Mediterranean we had no 
less than fifty-one vessels of all sorts and 
kinds. We had been increasing our 
naval forces in the Mediterranean out of 
all proportion to any increase going on in 
the French Navy, which was our most 
formidable rival in those waters. We 
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had in that sea nearly double the number 
of vessels contained in the combined 
Channel and Cruiser Squadrons. That 
distribution appeared to be somewhat 
| strange, because the naval strength of 
the country ought to be retained princi- 
pally in home waters. Then the South 
Atlantic Squadron, with alternate head- 
quarters at Gibraltar andSierra Leone, had 
been constituted. No explanation of that 
had been given, although it was stated 
yesterday that that squadron was looked 
upon with a certain amount of doubt 
and wonder by many naval authorities. 
As regarded the East Indian and Pacific 
Squadrons, they were quite small, but he 
thought they could be reduced even below 
their present limits, as no other Power. 
, With the exception of America, had ships 
in that part of the world. He thought 
some explanation should be given of the 
changes that had taken place.: 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) 
said that with reference to the distribu- 
tion of the naval forces of the country, 
he thought the hon. Gentleman who had 
just spoken had lost sight of the fact that 
they could not divide the sea. While he 
admitted the gravity of the naval expen- 
diture, it appeared to him to be absolutely 
unavoidable. He agreed in going as far 
as was necessary and no further; but 
they would all admit that the naval 
expenditure had reached a point at 
which it became very serious. They 
had, however, to remember that the 
Empire was a sea Empire and that 
there was no comparison — possible 
between it and any other Empire 
in the world. The national expenditure 
both in ships and in personnel would 
continue to increase whatever they did. 
His own view—and he held it more 
strongly the older he became—was that 
the Empire would have to wake up to its 
responsibilities and share this burden. 
In talking about naval expenditure they 
should not forget the broad fact that this 
was a sea Empire or nothing, and that 
if it was a sea Empire all parts should 
assist in preserving it. As an illustration 
of that argument, he saw on page 11 of 
the Estimates a charge for twenty-five 
| Royal Navy Reserve Officers allotted to 
Naval Reserves in Australasia. The 
revenue of Australasia was greater than 
‘the revenue of Japan, and they all 
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knew what Japan was doing. Why 
should Australasia escape her duties 
and liabilities in connection with 
the Navy? He admitted that naval 
expenditure would continue to increase ; 
but he looked to a better co-operative 
system between all parts of the Empire 
to provide the necessary expenditure. 
There were those who said that the naval 
forces of the country were now powerful 
enough, and that there was no need to do 
any more. He did not think that they 
could stop. They could stop doing what 
was unnecessary; but they could not 
stop doing what wasnecessary. Suppose 
it was found that the number of British 
ships exceeded the ships of a combination 
of Powers by ten or twelve. Was this 
country going to stop and wait until the 
others came up to it? If it did, then 
when the other countries reached equality 
they weuld have ships of a superior kind 
to ours, which would be out of date. 
because every ship was an improvement 
on another ship. What was necessary 
was to take a reasonable view, to examine 
expenditure and see that nothing that 
was not required was asked for. He did 
not think there was anything to complain 
of in the Estimates. During the last 
fifteen or sixteen years the Admiralty 
had been conducted in a businesslike 
way; but the more criticism there was 
in this House of a really reasonable char- 
acter the more the Admiralty would look 
into matters. 


There was, he thought, one branch 
of expenditure which showed a tendency 
towards exaggeration. He thought 
there was danger in imagining that 
this Empire demanded a _ very great 
naval jxrsvnne/, and he thought he saw a 
tendency on the part of the Admiralty 
in that direction. He protested against 
that. The real truth was that the Navy 
was so entirely different from the Army 
that no analogy as regarded personnel 
could be drawn between them. In con- 
templating a reserve for the Army it was 
necessary to calculate on something that 
could not be estimated. In a land war it 
was not the enemy they had most to fear 
but disease. Disease could not be helped, 
but it might be mitigated. That was 
not the case in the Navy. The sanitary 
condition of the Fleet did not change when 
it passed from a state of peace to a state 
of war. All the conditions that prevailed 
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in peace remained in war; and it was, 
therefore, obvious that it was very much 
easier to arrive at the standard of what 
the personnel of the Fleet should be than 
in the case of the Army. He mentioned 
that because he thought the general 
trend of policy was to exaggerate the 
proportions of a reserve personnel required. 
They knew exactly the number of war- 
ships fit for service and they knew 
the number of men required to man 
them. There would be no wastage 
through disease, but only the number 
actually killed or wounded. The con- 
ditions of modern warfare had greatly 
changed. In the old days a ship might 
become a slaughter-house and still survive, 
but that was not the case now. Did not the 
present war emphasise that very point ? 
The naval reserve was there, but the ships 
were wanting. He would therefore ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty to 
consider whether he was not going a little 
too far as regarded personnel. He would 
conclude where he began. He thought 
it was the true policy to speak out 
plainly in regard to the duties and 
obligations of the outside Empire, in order 
that all citizens of the Empire should agree 
to share the burden of the Fleet, without 
which the Empire could not exist. The 
present arrangement was not right and 
should not continue. The increasing 
expenditure might weigh down the 
popularity of the Navy, and then there 
would be a reaction which would drag 
down the Navy to a low standard, which 
would be as bad for the Colonies as for 
this country. 


*\Ir. PRETYMAN said he thought it 
might be convenient if he now answered 
the Questions which had been put, and 
if necessary he would answer further 
Questions later. With reference to the 
point mentioned by his right hon. friend 
the Member for Cambridge University— 
who approached the subject with great 
knowledge, and whose remarks deserved 
to be received with great respect—with 
regard to the early age at which boys 
were admitted to the Navy, his right hon. 
friend said that the early age had been 
already tried and had been found 
wanting. That was certainly true, 
but he thought that the conditions under 
which it had been tried were sufficient to 
account for its failure. The present 
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system had very few features in common 
with the old system, under which boys 
were put on board ship under conditions 
not suitable to children of their tender age, 
and under conditions of education gener- 
ally which applied to the Navy of that 
day, tut which no longer applied. 
The conditions now ensured at Osborne 
were such that the boys would in every 
respect, both physical and educational, 
have at least as great advantages as in any 
private or public school in the country. 
As to the suggestion that the Admiralty 
ought to seek advice on educational 
matters, he would say that the first thing 
they did with regard both to Osborne and 
to the general scheme of naval educa- 
tion was to go to the University of 
Cambridge, which his right hon. friend 
represented, and to secure one of its most 
distinguished sons, ProfessorEwing. Not 
only had they thus secured the highest and 
best advice on educational subjects, but 
through Professor Ewing they were kept 
in the closest personal touch with all the 
greatest educational authorities in the 
country. The suggestion that it would 


be an advantage if the inspection of | 


Osborne was carried out under 
the auspices of the Board of Education 
was a new one to which he would not like 
to give a reply for. or against, off-hand, 
but he would undertake that it should 
receive the fullest consideration. With 
regard to the wastage, the Admiralty did 
not contemplate any appreciable wastage 
right up to, or nearly up to, the 
age of eighteen. They contemplated 
i: considerable wastage up to the end of 
the first year at Osborne, by which time 
they expected to be able to eliminate 
nearly all who did not show sufficient 
qualifications to make them desirable 
naval officers. There was one very forcible 
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|and another at Dartmouth, or whether 


the boys should all go to one 
school. The idea of having two schools 
was very attractive in many respects, but 
the Admiralty came to the conclusion that 
the principle of the unity of the Navy was 
of such importance that they could not 
afford to disregard it. ; 


The hon. Member for Leith had 
complained that the Committee did 
not get sufficient information on 


certain points. The Admiralty were 
anxiousto give all the information possible, 
but purely on financial grounds it was not 
always desirable to say too much, because 
there were such things as countries 
building and providing against one 
another, and if they said too much about 
what they were going to do and exactly 
how and why they were going to do it, it 
was not at all unlikely that other people 
would do the same thing and thus cause 
'us further expenditure. With regard to 
| Rosyth the Admiralty had given practi- 
| callyall the information in their possession. 
No great naval establishment could be 
| designed or even considered until after the 
most careful examination of the site had 
been carried out and the Admiralty experts 
had made their report. The Admiralty 
had not yet received the report; in fact, 
the detailed examination was still going 
on; when the examination had _ been 
completed, and the pirticulars were before 
| the Admiralty, the Government proposals 
| would be prepared and laid before 
| Parliament with the least possible delay. 
| Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON said he 
| mentioned Rosyth merely as an example. 
| His point was that, much as the Committee 
| would always value expert opinion, it 
| could not wholly relinquish its responsi- 
bility with regard to public expenditure. 











consideration, not educational but naval, |In some respects he was afraid the 
which weighed against any proposal | Committee leaned too much on expert 
to fill up from outside sources. The First | opinion and too little on its own judgment. 
Lord of the Admiralty had recently stated | 

that the sea was one and the Navy was| *Mr, PRETYMAN said he did not for 
one, and that unity of the Empire Was a | a moment suggest that the Admiralty had 
most important feature which they could | any right to act on the advice of their 
not afford in any way to injure. Unless experts without submitting their proposals 
it was absolutely necessary they should | to the House, but simply that they could 
jealously guard against any action | not submit their proposals until they had 
which would introduce division or section | considered the result of their experts’ 
into any class of the Navy. It was| investigations. As to the suggested 
originally considered whether there should | Estimates Committee. the Prime Minister 
be two rival schools, one at Osborne |had really answered that point. The 
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hon. Member for Devonport had raised 
a very legitimate question as to the field 
of selection for cadetships, and it might be 
a satisfaction to him to know that on the 
last entry three sons of engineer officers 
in the Navy had actually obtained 
nomination. There would ke no narrow- 
ing of the ground for nom nation by the 


First Lord; that would be done only by | 


the committee of selection, which con- 
sisted of naval officers and _ civilians 
skilled in education. A further question 
raised by the hon. Member was with 
regard to separation money for the 
Marines. 


to*the increased pay of the Army. 
The Admiralty had the fullest sym- 
pathy 
suggestion that this separation or lodging 
money should be granted, but the condi- 


tions practically precluded it from being | 


done. The money was really given not as 


a separation allowance to the wives and | 
children, but as a lodging allowance to | 


the men themselves, because accommoda- 


tion was not provided for them in| 
barracks. On board ship lodging was pro- | 


vided ; consequently the Marine was not 
entitled to the allowance when afloat. 
Moreover, the Marines, when on shore, 
were under the Army Act, under which the 
system of lodging allowances obtained on 
the ground he had stated; but when the 
Marines were on board ship they were 
under the Naval Discipline Act, which 


recognised no such system. Therefore, to | 
give a separation allowance to Marines | 


afloat would raise the much larger question 
of whether it would not necessarily 


have to be given also to all seamen of | 


the Navy. On the grounds of policy 
such an allowance could not very well be 
made. With regard to carrying a school- 
master on every ship, that would be a 
very large departure, and one which was 
not likely tocommend itself to the Navy. 
Every boy who went through the curri- 
culum of a training ship ought to have 
the necessary instruction in stoke-hold 


and mechanician’s duties, and in gunnery, | 
but it did not follow that that instruction | 


would best be given by schoolmasters. 


The question raised by the hon. Member | 


for East Perth had already been fully 
discussed. 


force in the argument that a new ship 
Mr. Pir fmman. 


{COMMONS} 


Considerable advantages had | 
been given to the Marines to correspond | 


While there was considerable | 
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| should not be laid down when there was 
| a prospect of better designs being pro- 
| duced within a short time, it shou'd be 
| borne in mind that if that practice was 
| adopted they would never lay down any 
| ships at all, because they were always at 
| work trying to improve designs. There 
was no method by which ships could be 
laid down with certainty except that of 
determining to lay them down at a 
certain time to the best designs then 
available. If Noah had proceeded on the 
| principle suggested by the hon, Member. 
| the ark would not have been complete: 
yet. The matter had been fully con- 
sidered, and the balance of advantage 
had appeared to lie in laying down the 
ships at once. 


on general grounds with the) 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said that 
both sides were agreed that the Estimates 
were enormous; the difference between 
them was that they on the Opposition side 
held it to be the duty of this country, as 
the supreme Naval Power in the world, to 
take the initiative in trying to bring 
to an end this ruinous naval competition. 
The Prime Minister had refused to take 
| the initiative and they contended that 
|he waswrong. Theright hon. Gentleman 
| had stated that it was not for him to 
| take the initiative, but that was a per- 
|fectly monstrous proposition coming 
| from a Government which was responsible 
| for one of the greatest wars of aggression 
|that the century had known. It was 
said that ours was only a_ defensive 
policy, but France said the same thing. 
|The hon. Gentleman opposite had said 
we had no motive for a Navy except 
to defend ourselves. He was glad that 
the Liberal Party had pledged itself to 
the proposition that it was the duty of 
this country to take the initiative and 
declare that this policy was ruining the 
country, and they ought to sit down with 
other countries in order to see if some 
means could not be invented to bring 
their system of Navy expenditure to an 
'end. The hon. and gallant Member 
for Yarmouth said he had _ never 
clamoured for expenditure upon the 
Navy, although he was afraid that these 
Estimates must grow larger on account 
| of the automatic increases. The Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty had somewhat mis- 
stated his position, which was that when 
‘the Shipbuilding Vote was normal it 
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amounted to one-third of the whole Navy 
Estimates, but the Shipbuilding Vote 
would grow. He would go back to the 
time when it was stationary, and then 
it would be found that for a series of 
years the Shipbuilding Vote was 
about one-third. If that view was 
correct the Estimates they were passing 
to-day would involve Navy Estimates 
amounting to £50,000,000 in = a 
comparatively short period of years. 
He desired to express his disappointment 
that the Prime Minister could not see his 
way to go beyond the non possumus 
attitude he had taken up. 

The Member for Perthshire had 
introduced a new and a dangerous doc- 
trine, for he understood that he 
challenged the present distribution of 
the Fleet. He had never hesitated to 
challenge the authority of the Admiralty 
on many points but there were things as 
to which in his humble judgment the 
Admiralty’s authority was pontifical, 
and for them to say in this House that 
the Admiralty ought to have a larger or 
a smaller number of ships in the 
Mediterranean or anywhere else was a 
position that he could not take up for a 
moment. He said that because they had 
the whole thing discussed at the time 
when the hon. Member for Perthshire 
was not a Member of the House, when 
the Mediterranean scare took pl: “ and 
when the demand was made by the Navy 
League and its supporters in the Press 
that we should have a larger squadron in 
the Mediterranean. The decision of the 
House of Commons on that matter was 
that the whole responsibility must lie 
with the Board of Admiralty. On the 
question of education he was sorry that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Berwickshire chose to  castigate 
him yesterday for some views he ‘had 
expressed. He did not object to this 
modified “Britannia” scheme of edu- 
cation, and he had no objection to 
the curriculum or the mode of selec- 
tion of the boys, which was rather more 
competitive than the right _ hon. 
Jentleman the Member for Cambridge 
seemed to think. They were classified, 
upon an interview, after making them t+ ad 


ways. His objection was that naval 
opinion was not unanimous by any means 
upon the question of the early versus the 
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later age. As to the early age his objec 
tion was on behalf of the Navy and on 
behalf of the people who supported 
The system of selecting boys at the age of 
twelve and keeping them in an expensive 
school, to which not 5 per cent. of the 
parents of this country could afford to 
send their children, meant the shutting out 
of 95 per cent. of the boys of the 
country, which was a wrong to the Navy, a 
wrong to the boys of this country, and a 
wrongtotheir parents. That was the result 
of the system, and he greatly preferred the 
system which had been adopted in the 
United States which took the boys at alater 
age, paid the whole of their expenses out of 
the public funds, and the parents were not 
allowed to spend a dollar for the support 
of their children. He preferred the 
Admiralty mode of selection, but at the 
age of sixteen or eighteen years there was 
not the least objection to competition. 
His objection to the naval education 
system was that it was not possible for 
these boys to enter the Navy as officers. 
He held that the Navy or the country 
would never be justly treated until at 
every step of his career the naval officer 
was paid by the State a sum sufficient to 
meet his expenses and from the earliest 
day he should be self-supporting. 


He wished to know what was the pre- 
sent rule of the Admiralty with regard, 
not to wages or salaries, but the ex- 
traordinary expenses which naval officers 
had been allowed and encouraged to 
make. The practice of permitting naval 
officers to spend out of their own money 
on the service of the ship to which they 
belonged was what they called “ painting 
the ship.” That was a gross flagrant 
and scandalous abuse if it existed at all, 
because it was most unfair to the poorer 
men. Last year he was told that the 
practice was permitted, but not 
encouraged. He contended that it 
ought neither to be permitted or 
encouraged, because it was absolutely 
wrong. There was one particular class of 
officer who he believed considered that 
he had suffered a great dea! from this 
system and its results. In times past it 


‘had been believed taat this system of 


“ple 
1, allowing officers te 
und write and testing them in various | * 


pay for “ painting 
eqe ship” was a mode of giving 2 
preference to the rich. He wanted to 


know whether the Admiralty had stopped 
' this practice altogether, and he hoped they 
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would let it be known that it would not 
be permitted, and that officers would not 
be allowed to expend any of their own 
money on the public service. They were 
spending £42,000,000 on the Navy, 
and were they going to be mean enough 
to ask a single naval officer to spend a 
single penny? He wished also to know 
whether there was any justification or 
foundation for the complaint that certain 
kinds of naval officers had not fared so 
well as others inthe matter of promotion. 
He knew that was a delicate subject, but 
that was what had been stated, and he 
could refer to statements made upon it 
in public journals. There was the 
specialised officer and the non-speci»lised. 
The complaint had been made to him 
that the non-specialised officer, who was 
usually the richest officer, fared better in 
promotion than the others, and that of 
the others the navigating officer, who asa 
rule was the poorest officer, fared worst of 

all. He had seen a table of information 

which supported this complaint, and he 

thought it right to bring the matter to 

the attention of the Admiralty in the 

hope that the hon. Gentleman would give 

a frank statement upon it, and that if 

there was anything unusual or abnormal 

he would see that it was either corrected 

or sufficiently explained. 





Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said the hon. Gentleman opposite had 
made a complaint which was not new 
when he said that the promotion of the 
specialised officer was as a rule less rapid 
than that of the non-specialised officer. 
He did not think that was the case. If 
there was any complaint, the hon. Gentle- 
man would find it was that the specialised 
officer obtained more rapid promotion 
than the non-specialised officer. The 


hon. Gentleman made a _ complaint 
that the officers of a  man-of- 
war had to spend a certain por- 


tion of their substance in ormamenting 
and painting the ship. No doubt the 
grievance did exist, and it was entirely 
due to the niggardliness of the Admiralty. 


{COMMONS} 
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in regard to the men on board his ship was 
that there was not a competent thief 
amongst them. In regard to cadets, the hon. 
Gentleman had complained that the sys- 
tem excluded boys who would make very 
good naval officers. Any boy would make 
a good officer when put into the Navy. 
It was the Navy that made the officer 
and not the officerthe Navy. He did not 
think the suggestion of the hon. Member 
for Devonport in regard to appointing 
schoolmasters to goon hoard the ships 
was a wise one. He did not think there 
was anything comparable to the education 
a boy got in the Navy between the ages of 
thirteen and twenty. Heattributed that 
largely to the absence of the schoolmaster. 
The naval officer gave the boy 
that practical education which he 
rejoiced to possess himself. If they said 
they would take a large number of boys 
at thirteen, and charge the parents noth- 
ing for their education, the result would 
undoubtedly be to get a large number 
sent into the Navy for the sole purpose 
of getting education. Having got their 
education at the expense of the State, a 
large number would resign. He thought 
that would be quite a sufficient objection 
to changing a system which had worked 
very well. 


They were told that the bluejackets 
were to have no training whatever in 
masts and yards. He presumed that the 
whole idea of sail was to be eliminated 
from the life of the sailor. It was per- 
fectly true that he would get a certain 
amount of boating, but experience in 
boating would not enable him to put a 
ship about. There might be a war in 
which it would be absolutely necessary 
to take possession of a considerable fleet 
of sailing ships. The number of sailing 
ships was considerably larger than the 
number of steamships. What a nice 
position it would be if they had not 
a man who could take charge of one 
of these sailing vessels and put her about! 
He suggested that one ship might be 
kept where the handling of masts and 





But there were means of escape even from 
that. There was a means which wags 
extremely popular throughout the service’ 
namely, the method of getting the suprly 
from the dockyard itself. He had heard 


of an officer who said his only complaint 
Mr. Edmund Poly rtson, 


vards would be taught, so as to havea 
{ certain number of men who would be 
tailors as well as seamen. The right hon. 
' Gentleman the Member for West Bristol 
| had suggested that the time had arrived 
| when the Navy should be treated as the 
Army, and that naval men should be put 
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under a system of short service of two, 
three, or four years, and then drafted 
into a Reserve. He hoped the Admiralty 
would not entertain any notion of that 
kind. It might be excellent for the 
Army to have short service—he could 
not offer an opinion on that—but it was 
not suitable for the Navy. The artificial 
conditions of life in the Navy required 
that men should enter the service young 
ind be brought into such a condition of 
mind that they freely accepted life on 
board ship. He trusted his hon. friend 
would give, on behalf of the Admiralty, an 
assurance that they were not prepared to 
plunge into a system of short service 
with the large Reserve suggested. He 
was in favour of a very considerable 
increase in the Naval Reserve drawn 


from the merchant service. The Naval 
Reserve at present numbered about 
26,000. It might be increased to 30,000, 


even 50,000. The Naval 
Reserves, as they existed now, were not 
really reserve men. They were really an 
infusion of an active element if we 
mobilised the Navy. Therefore he hoped 
that something more would be done than 
was proposed at present. 


He most sincerely regretted the exist- 
ence of the Naval Volunteers. He thought 
they never could be of any use. The 
arguments by which he supported the 
Royal Naval Reserve were the same 
factors as those by which he condemned 
the Naval Volunteers. The Admiralty 


to accommodate 6,000 men. Admiral! 
Fisher, who had introduced an enormous 
number of improvements in regard to the 
Navy, had for the first time issued a rule 


which enabled men to leave the barracks | 


at night. That was absolutely the right 
system. What was the result. Out of 
the 4,000 who had beds in the barracks 
not one-third remained in the barracks. 
That showed the popularity of the new 
rule, and also that the barracks were built 
four times as large as they need be. In 
regard to the masts of the ships, he 
asked whether the Admiralty had con- 
sidered the extreme danger of the present 
heavy masts. The ordinary error in 
shooting was a vertical error. <A shot 
was fired either too high or too low. The 
result of that was, as experience had 
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battleships in action suffered more than 
any other part. If these heavy armoured 
masts did get struck by projectiles, the 
result would be that they would come 
down and jam_ the turrets, or 
put out of action some of the guns. 
He earnestly impressed on his hon. friend 
to consider whether these heavy masts 
could not be absolutely done away with. 
Of course it might besaid that masts were 
necessary for hoisting out boats, but that 
could be provided for by derricks. He 
trusted his hon. friend would forgive him 
for bringing this consideration before him, 
but it was not without importance. 


In conclusion he wished to make a few 
remarks on the general question. The 
hon. and gallant Member for Yarmouth 
had asked why the Colonies should not 
make a further contribution towards the 
costofthe Navy. At present the Colonies 
subscribed not one-hundredth part of the 
total cost of the Navy. Asa matter of 
fact they subscribed only £300,000 in all. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that India paid 
£100,000, 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that India 
paid £100,000; but that was nota volun- 
tary contribution. England exacted it 
just as she required a contribution from 
India of £1,500,000 for our Army. But 
the Colonies, from whom we could not 


| exact or require these contributions, and 


vs _ , ; arrac 3 | ‘ ‘ oes 
had recently built barracks at Portsmouth | which they must give voluntarily if at all. 


had at this moment practically withheld 
all assistance to the expenditure on the 
Navy, on which their existence depended. 
On the other hand, they wanted commer- 
cial preferences, were determined to 
maintain their political independence, and 
equally determined not to contribute to 
the Navy, by which alone their indepen- 
dence could be maintained. Whatever was 
to be done for the Navy must be done for 
it by ourselves alone. ‘hat made it so 
important that we should see to it that we 
were not exceeding the real needs of the 
Empire. He himself had put the point, 
which had been enforced by the hon. Mem 
ber for Exeter, and still more powerfully 
enforced by the right hon. Member for 
West Bristol, and which had not yet been 
answered—that the present Construction 


shown, that the tops of the masts of the | Estimate was not a two-Power but a 
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three-Power Estimate, judged by expendi- 
ture, which was a fair test. The very 
simple Question put the day before. he 
repeated now, and hoped the Committee 
would get a satisfactory answer, it 
was—What was it that had caused 
the Government to depart from the two- 
Power standard to the extent of doubling 
their naval requirements ? It might be 
that there was an answer to that Ques- 
tion; that the hon. Gentleman would be 
able to say that he knew the answer but 
could not give it because of the exigen- 
cies of the public service. But he did 
think that if the time had arrived when 
there should be a three-Power standard 
the matter should be dealt with by 
Parliament. Ii the hon. Gentleman dis- 
puted the figures, he invited him to 
explain how it was that we got less value 
for the money we spent on our Navy 
than the three largest nava! Powers in 
Europe. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
he wanted to ask if the hon. Gentleman 
was in a position toassure the Committee 
or guarantee that, although he refused 
information to the Committee, other 
people, as he described them—presumably 
other nival Powers—were not as well 
acquainted with the policy and plans of 
the Admiralty as he was himself. The 
neglect of other Government Departments 
in allowing official information to leak 
out during the past few years, had rather 
destroyed, at any rate had shaken, con- 
fidence that the Admiralty, any more than 
their other Departments, was able to keep 
their secret plans and designs from other 
people. That was very important, especi- 
ally when this enormous and alarming 
growth of expenditure on the Navy was 
contemplated. The Committee should 
have, as far as possible, a full, complete, 
and unreserved statement that the money 
they were now asked to provide would 
not be exceeded in next year’s Estimates. 
He wished to refer to the question of 
the education of our ordinary seamen. 
During the last fifteen years he had 
signed vast numbers of papers for boys 
who were entering the Navy—sons of 
agricultural labourers, fishermen, and 
tradesmen who loved the sea and natur- 
ally wanted to join the Navy—and two- 
thirds of these boys were certainly far 
below the standard of education to which 


Mr. Gibson Bancles. 
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they should have attained to make them 
efficient under the new system of naval 
service. Everybody knew that the work 
of ordinary seamen in the Navy was ap- 
proaching year by year more nearly to that 
of a mechanic. It required high intelii- 
gence. He didnot know anything about 
the possibility of carrying schoolmasters 
at sea, but this he did know, that for 
better effective service in the Navy a 
vast number of boys who had passed 
through his hands, should have some 
months, at any rate, of good training 
under a highly capable instructor or 
schoolmaster. That wasa matter worthy 
ol serious consideration by the Admiralty. 
He joined the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn in the regret that the teaching of 
sailoring work to the men of the Navy had 
been abandoned. He meant the mani- 
pulation of sails and yards, the bending 
of sails, and the management generally 
of sailing vessels. It would be a great 
misfortune to the nation if, in time of 
war, mercantile vessels were captured 
and fifty men could not be mustered 
capable of re-rigging them and repairing 
the damage caused by the capturing 
gunboats, and sailing them into port. A 
short time, therefore, should be devoted 
to imparting to the boys proficiency in 
the manipulation of sailing vessels, and 
certainly under no circumstances should 
it be abandoned altogether. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: They are trained 
to manipulate sailing boats. 


Mr. BROADHURST said he was bound 
to say that he feared the capacity of 
“Jack Tar” in the management of small 
beats left much to be desired. He did 
not know whether it was the fault of the 
men or of the boats, but there were large 
numbers of fighting men on board ship 
who found the greatest difficulty in getting 
a boat through the surf on the sea-coast, 
even when that was not heavy. There 
had been some sad and disastrous 
experiences of late in that respect; and 
that looked bad for our naval reputation. 
If the hon. Gentleman would make 
inquiry into this question he would find 
he was perfectly justified in making that 
statement. 


Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, S.) said that 
the discussion, two nights ago, on the 
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question of contributions by the Colonies 
to the cost of the Navy had, he was 
glad to recognise, already borne good 
iruit. The hon. and gallant Member for 
Yarmouth, who had as Imperial a soul 
as any Member of the House, and who 
knew better than most the needs of the 
Navy, opened his speech by advocating 
that the Colonies should subscribe to- 
wards the legitimate cost of the Navy. 
He was amazed that Englishmen and 
Scotsmen in the House who regarded a 
strong Navy as a matter of vital import- 


ance, did not take more pains in 
pointing out to the Colonies their 
duty in this matter of contributing 


to the expenditure on the Navy. It 
was, therefore, to the financial aspect 
of the question that he would address 
himself. He did not imagine that any- 
thing he could say or anything 
Irishmen could say would induce the 
Admiralty to make any reduction in the 
Votes. Anything he could plead with 
reference to the poverty of Ireland 
would not induce the hon. Gentleman to 
make any change ; but the Irish Members 
were, 
duty to their constituents, to whom the 
Navy was of no use. He would only 
refer to the Colonies, because if the 
Colonies contributed to the Navy the 
Irish taxpayers would be relieved to a 
certain interest. He saw that out of a 


total of £6,000,000 sterling, which 
they were now’ asked to vote, 


the Colonies contributed only £76,000. 
Would any hon. Member say that that 
was a fair contribution from the great 
Colonies over the sea. It was said the 
other day that if the Suez Canal were 
blocked, vessels to the Cape, India, and 
Australia, would pass down the West 
Coast of Africa at the rate of one an hour. 
All that great carrying trade was secured 
hy the Navy; without it the Colonies 
could not exist, and yet they only 
contributed £76,000 out of £6,000,000. 
lt would be more worthy of the pride and 
honour of this country to refuse such a 


paltry and mean contribution. The 
Australian Commonwealth and New 
Zealand contributed £58,000. In 


connection with that, he should like to ask 
whether, in consideration of that insignifi- 
cant contribution, the Australian Common- 
wealth had not made a bargain with the 
Admiralty that two out of the eight ships 
on the Station should be manned by 
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Australians and New Zealanders, who 
were to be paid, not at the ordinary naval 
rate, but at special rates approximating 
more to colonial wages. A great part of 
the £58,000 would in that way go into 
the pockets of colonists. Was it not also 
a fact that the Australian Squadron was, in 
consideration of the contribution, to he 
kept up to eight cruisers, which were to 
be empioyed exclusively in the protection 
of the fisheries, and which were not to 
leave Australian waters. As regarded 
the distribution of the Fleet, he was an 
unsophisticated amateur; but it didseem 
to him that to keep eight cruisers on the 
Australian Station was a waste of money. 
He did not think thatin the event of wur 
France, Germany, Russia, or the United 
States would attack Australia. Why, 
therefore, keep eight cruisers on the 
Station? The taxpayer was a lonz- 
suffering individual. But this bargain with 
the Commonwealth ought to be the last 
straw. 


He also wished to ask whether any 
representation had been made by the 
Admiralty or any other Department to 
Canada pointing out the benefit she 
derived from the protection of the Fleet on 
the Bermuda Station and the North 
Pacific Fleet, and whether she wou!d 
make any contribution to the up-keep 
of those fleets. He understood such a 
communication had been sent; and he 
wished to know what answer had been 
received. He was amazed that such a 
prosperous colony as Canada had not 
contributed to the Navy. There was a 
misprint in the Estimates the other day, 
and he wonde ed whether the omission 
of Canada from the contributions was 
also accidental. He could not believe 
that Canada would be so mean and 
paltry as not to contribute to the Navy, 
to which Ireland, without any sea-borne 
trade. contributed between three and four 
millions sterling. [It might be that 
Canada was looking forward to amalga- 
mation withthe United States. He him- 
self believed that that would ultimately 
happen, and that might be the reason 
why Canada had not contributed to the 
Navy. Hewasin a state of wonderment 
as to how the country would be able to 
meet those constantly increasing Ksti- 
mates. With the construction account 
increasing all other accounts would also 
increase; and in three or four years the 
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House would be asked for £10,000,000 
more. As regarded the details of the 
Estimates no adequate explanation had 
yet been given; and he hoped it would 
be forthcoming. Heintended to support 
the Amendment of his hon. friend the 
Member for East (lare. Even from an 
English standpoint the Navy ought not 
to exceed the two-Power standard; but 
now it was being arranged on a three- 
Power basis.’ ™ 


Navy 


Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
said that as representing a constituency in 
which a large number of dockyard em- 
ployees lived, he desired tothank the Ad- 
miralty for laying down the new battleship 
at Devonport instead of havingit built by 
contract, as was originally intended. 
That was of considerable value to the 
men ; and the avoidance of change in 
the personnel of the dockyards was, he 
thought, very desirable. While he recog- 
nised the importance of keeping in touch 
with private shipbuilding yards. both as 
regarded construction and repairs, he 
wished to emphasise the importance of 
keeping the deckyards fully employed on 
construction and repairs. The dockyards 
were fitted with the most efficient 
appliances ; and the work could be done 
better in them than in private yards, 
The Estimates had reached an alarming 
figure ; but it should be remembered that 
in time of war the food supply of the 
country depended on the Navy. He 
thought it was of the first import- 
ance that the country should have a 
thoroughly strong and efficient Navy. 
Irish Members seemed to think that 
Ireland had a special grievance in regard 
to their contribution towards the main- 
tenance of the Navy. They apparently 
had forgotten that last year this House 
was engaged in dealing with the land 
question and in effecting arrangements 
which would probably be more beneficial 
to the people than any legislation in 
reference to agrarian questions in any 
other country in the world. That was an 
evidence that this House was not less 
careful of the interests of Ireland than of 
those of any other part of the United 
Kingdom. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND remarked 
that Parliament had not given a single 
penny to Ireland. It had simply made 
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arrangements for a loan which was likely 
to turn out very good business for the 
Treasury. 


*THEe CHAIRMAN : This matter is quite 
irrelevant to the subject under discussion. 


Mr. SPEAR earnestly hoped the 
Admiralty would continue their scheme 
for providing a strong Naval Reserve. The 
movement of the population from the 
country districts into the towns was such 
that, at no distant date, it would be 
extremely difficult to get strong lads for 
the Navy ; hence it was desirable that the 
Admiralty should secure the services of 
men in case of need by getting them into 
the Reserve after they had passed through 
the Navy. He was fully confident that 
the Admiralty were doing their best to 
secure a fully efficient Navy, and as long 
as his constituents were satisfied that all 
economy consistent with efficiency was 
practised, they would not object to finding 
their share of the money. He strongly 
supported the view that it was 
only reasonable that the Colonies, who 
derived so much advantage from the Fleet, 
should contribute much more largely to 
its cost. They had given such full evi 
dence of their loyalty and patriotism that 
he was confident that, if it was pointed out 
to them how altogether inadequate was 
their present contribution, they would at 
once see the desirability and justice of 
increasing it. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) desired to 
dissociate himself from the easy acquies- 
cence of hon. Members on the Govern- 
ment side of the House with the enormous 
figures of the present Estimates, and with 
the fact that the present constructicnal 
programme pointed to an expenditure of 
£50,000,000 per annum in the course of 
two or three years. As, in addition, the 
works provided for under Naval Works 
Acts amounted to two or three millionsa 
year, there was an admitted prospect of 
@: permanent annual outlay of from 
£55,000,000 to £60,900,000. The Prime 
Minister had very properly pointed out 
that expenditure was dependent on 
policy, but it was really futile to fix a 
two-Power or a three-Power limit to 
naval expenditure until the Government 
had carried out the same clear idea as to 
what really was the policy to be pursued. 
The Government assigned to the Navy 
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three different kinds of duties, and the 
question was whether some of them were 
not of the nature of impossibilities. The 
first was the defence of these shores. 
With that object all would agree. The 
second idea was that all our sea-borne 
commerce in every quarter of the globe 
should receive equal protection as well as 
our colonial and other possessions. Was 
not that really attempting the impossible 4 
It was that that rendered the present rate 
of expenditure almost insupportable. 
The Estimates this year represented £1 
per head of the population, with a 
prospect of their increasing to 25s. per 
head, or about one-fifth of the sum spent 
per head on food. According to the 
Blue - book recently issued by 
the Board of Trade, this country had 
about 7,000,000 tons of steam-driven, and 
about 1,500,000 tons of wind-driven 
ships, so that an expenditure of 
£42,000,000 represented £5 a ton on all 
the shipping of the country. Moreover, 
it represented 16s. per ton on all the 
shipping cleared in this country, and it 
amounted to 50 per cent. on the total 
freight earnings in the year. These facts 
gave rise to the question whether we had 
not reached the point where the premium 
of insurance was in excess of the risk, 
whether it was not time to reconsider the 
general lines of the policy to be pursued, 
and whether by having a large Fleet in 
being around these shores we were not 
more securely protecting our sea-going 
shipping than by spreading cruisers all 
over the world. In view of the greater 
mobility of cruisers and battleships now 
as compared with the beginning of the 
last century, the wisdom of maintaining 
various stations all over the globe was 
open to question. Might it not be well 
to have only one central station—the 
British Isles—with coaling stations dotted 
about in all quarters. Under such a 
system the Admiralty would be able to 
make much greater use of a Naval Reserve 
scheme. It would decrease the active 
list, increase the use of the Reserves, and 
diminish the totalcost of manning theNavy. 


With regard to the question of recruiting 
in Scotland, he thought he was right in 
saying that there were only 300 or 400 
men drawn, not from the fishing villages, 
but from Glasgow, Leith, Edinburgh, and 
other manufacturing towns. He urged 
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upon the Admiralty the necessity of 
doing something to improve recruiting in 
Scotland, because if they did not get a 
fair proportion from Scotland they failed 
to have in the Navy a microcosm of the 
nation. He would not detain the House 
by outlining any method, but he had 
suggested more than once that it might 
be possible to have one or two Scotch 
ships officered by Scotchmen, and in other 
ways specially identified with Scotlan’. 
He understood that Australia and New 
Zealand had two ships set apart for their 
own recruits, and surely what wes 
possible there was possible in Scotland. 
His opinion was that it ought to be 
possible for a young man to enter the 
Army or the Navy just as easily as it wes 
for him to join any of the learned 
professions. He hoped that in the future 
‘painting the ship” would be absolutely 
prohibited and arrangements made by 
which an officer could live upon his pay 
without assistance from his parents. 
Nothing was said in the First Lord’s 
Statement about the scheme of retire- 
ment, and he wished to impress upon the 
Admirilty the desirability of knowing 
and seeing clearly what object the Navy 
was to serve. Were they to undertake 
the impossible duty of providing a 
defence all over the world for every ship 
which sailed under the British flag? It 
was time to bring to an end this enormous 
expenditure onthe Navy. The insurance 
premium had become greater than the 
risk. In his opinion it would be better 
to take the risk, and to be content with 
a small, well-equipped Navy in the home 
waters ready to go anywhere it might be 
required, 


*Sir EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter) said 
the Prime Minister stated yesterday that 
he adhered to the view of the two-Power 
standard, and the right hon. Gentleman 
further stated that this principle had never 
been exceeded, and was not exceeded in 
the present Estimates. Was this in con- 
sonance with the facts and figures? He 
hoped the Committee would receive from 
the Secretary to the Admiralty a clearer 
and more detailed statement than had yet 
been given of the co-relation between the 
principle and the practice of the Govern- 
ment with regard to the Navy. The 
principle that the Navy must be kept up 
to the two-Power standard was accepted 
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on all sides. But, while the total expendi- 
ture on the Navy was £42,000,000 the 
expenditure needed by the two-Power 
standard did not exceed £24,000,000 in 
the case of Continental nations, or 
£27,000,000 if America were included. He 
hoped it was not in contemplation to ad- 
vance to a three-Power standard. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) 
said that in the answer given by the 
Secretary to the Admiralty there was not 
a word in c<eply to the very able and 
eloquent speech made by the hon. Mem- 
ber for East Clare. He was quite sure 
that it was not the hon. Member’s inten- 
tion to overlook that speech, and, when 
he came to reply. he hoped he would deal 
with the points raised by the hon. Mem- 
her for East Clare as well as by the hon. 
Member for Kilkenny. He was surprised 
at the remarks of hon. Gentlemen opposite 
withregard to the Colonies not contributing 
more towards the Navy. His colleagues’ 
position was perfectly correct when they 
took exception to the fact that the 
Colonies were not calied upon to contri- 
bute to the Navy, whereas Ireland was 
obliged to contribute £2,000,000 a year. 
What right had hon. Gentlemen represent- 
ing English constituencies to ask Canada 
to make a contribution towards the Navy? 
The hon. Member for King’s Lynn and 
the hon. Baronet the Member for Yar- 
mouth had made a desperate onslaught 
upon the Colonies because in some 
instances they did not contribute enough, 
und in others they did not contribute at 
all, What had this country given 
Canada that she should be called upon 
to contribute to the Navy. This very 
Vote which they were about to pass was 
for His Majesty’s Fleet. It had been 
asserted in this discussion that the object 
for which the Navy existed was to defend 
our trade and commerce on the seas. 
Did Canadian vessels carry that trade 
and commerce? No, the trade and com- 
merce between this country and Canada 
and the Colonies was carried in English 
vessels, and therefore the Navy existed to 
defend our own trade and commerce and 
not the trade of Canada. He had read 
in the papers that Canada was raising an 
Army of 100,000 men which they would 
be able to bring up to a fighting force of 
210,000. The Canadian Government 
spent money on the construction of ships 
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to defend their own fisheries, and there- 
fore they had their own little navy, which 
was a matter of importance to them. 
Therefore he did not think hon. Gentle- 
men opposite had anything to complain 
of in regard to Canada for she had 
rendered this country greater services than 
England had rendered to her. Canada 
in the moment of trouble came to the 
rescue of this country and now England 
was showing her gratitude by treating 
Canada with absolute scorn. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite thought Irishmen 
ought to rejoice because certain vessels 
belonging to the Fleet had visited certain 
ports and harbours in Ireland, and that 
in consequence they should not take 
exception to the increased expenditure 
found in every page of these Estimates. 
They had always striven hard from the 
Irish Benches to make their position 
perfectly clear in regard to this expendi- 
ture. which was that the Navy was of no 
use to Ireland because Ireland had no 
commerce, for Irish trade had _ been 
destroyed by this country. That was 
why they could not joyfully vote such ijarve 
sums towards the Navy, and that was why 
they protested against contributing a 
considerable proportion towards these 
Estimates, because the money was taken 
from a country which was absolutely in- 
capable of bearing the burden put upon it. 
That was the position taken up by the 
hon. Member for East Clare. A Royal 
Commission had revealed that Ireland was 
taxed £3,000,000 too much. [‘‘ Oh, oh!”’] 
He knew perfectly well that criticisms of 
that kind were not agreeable to hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, but Irishmen had a 
duty to perform. They often spoke of 
equality of treatment and it was frequently 
stated that Ireland got an equal share in 
everything. Ireland was represented in 
that House by eighty Members but three 
Members on the Treasury Bench could 
defeat the whole of the Irish representa- 
tives, for they had only to call in to their 
assistance tho>e who cared nothing for 
Ireland. Evenif they were Englishmen 
they would object to this expenditure and 
ask where was all this going to end / 
Years ago they were told that they had 
almost reached the extreme end of the 
Estimates, but since that time the amount 
had more than doubled. Ireland was 
taxed for the maintenance of the Navy in 
which they had no interest. What was 
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the answer they got when they asked for 
a contribution towards technical educa- 
tion? They were told that they must 
vote this increase for the Navy and at 
the same time Ireland was refused a small 
amount towards education. As an Irish 
Member he felt it was his duty to enter a 
protest against expenditure which brought 
no benefit to Ireland, and he was quite 
confident that those who represented 
Ireland did not share in the joy of hon. 
Members opposite in regard to the magnifi- 
cence and strength of the British Navy. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said the hon. Mem- 
ber for Dundee had asked what steps had 
been taken to reduce the expenditure of 
naval officers upon their ships. On prin- 
ciple every one would agree that no 
inducements of any kind ought to be 
otfered to naval officers to spend money 
out of their own pockets on the public 
service. The Admiralty were not 
prepared absolutely to forbid a sailor to 
spend money on his ship, which he 
regarded in a sense as his child, but they 
had largely increased the allowance for 
paint and brass-work. The question of 
naval bands had also been dealt with, 
and to a large extent the necessity 
for officers to contribute to their 
upkeep had been removed. With 
regard to promotion, he thought what 
had been said by the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn absolved him from the 
necessity of saying much on that point in 
reply to the hon. Member for Dundee. He 
could assure the hon. Member for Dundee 
that no advantage was given either to 
specialised officersor to what were called 
watch-keeping officers The Board o 
Promotion considered these matters solely 
from the point of view of personal merit, 
ind of advantage to the service. On the 
point of the proportion which the re- 
serves should bear to the tota! personnel 
of the Navy, the Admiralty took their 
stand on the admirable Report of the 
Committee presided over by the right 
hon. Member for Berwick, and held that 
tie total Reserve available on mobilisa- 
tion should be 50 per cent. The 
Admiralty had endorsed and accepted the 
recommendations of the Committee to 
which he had referred with regard to 
short service. He thought his hon. 
friend the Member for King’s Lynn was 
in error in supposing that the system of 
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allowing men to go out of barracks at 
night had been first introduced by the 
Commander-in-Chief at Portsmouth. It 
was one which had been in force for a 
long time. The naval barracks had been 
designed to hold a certain number of men, 
giving the full cubic space which was 
necessary. It was recoznised that the 
only time the barracks would be crowded 
would be in time of mobilisation, when 
it might be necessary, for a short period. 
to use the whole of the space available. 
That contingency had been arranged for 
by providing double the number of 
hammock fittings normally required. On 
mobilisation the naval barracks at Ports: 
mouth would contain close on 6,000 men 
and officers, and in normal times about 
4,000. The hon. Member for Leicester 
had raised a point in regard to the leakage 
of information from the Admiralty. He 
could tell the hon. Member that the 
subject had quite recently been engaging 
the most careful attention of the Board, 
but. from the nature of the case, to state 
any precautions which they were taking 
would render them valueless. As to the 
education of boys entering the Navy, he 
reminded the Committee that during the 
period they were in the training ship the 
boys received the careful attention of 
schoolmasters, and everything was done 
that could be done to improve thei reduca- 
tion, On the question of masts and yards, it 
must be of advantage to every man who 
went to sei to have a knowledge of masts 
and yards; but many factors had to be con- 
sidered. They could not put a quart 
into a pint pot, and they must teach men 
all they could. within a given period, o! 
what was most necessary. It would b: 
impossible to maintain the instruction in 
masts and yards except at the expense of 
something else more necessary; but it 
should be remembered that ina mobilised 
fleet there would always be a certain 
number of nival reserve men who were 
merchant sailors and had the training the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn suggested. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I suggested 
that one training ship might be retained 
for instruction in masts and yards. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said that point would 
certainly be borne in mind and considered, 
but he could not say more than that at 
the present time. With regard to the 
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complaint of the hon. Member for Banff 
as to vessels for training purposes, there 
was a considerable number on the coasts. 


Mr.. BROADHURST said the point 
was that these vessels seldom visited the 
remote parts of the coast. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said he was afraid 
that what the hon. Member called the 
remote parts of the coast were places 
where there were shallow waters, and 
where it might not be safe for the vessels 
to go. As to the cost of the new scheme 
for the retirement of officers to permit of 
promotion, it would be about £25,000 a 
year. The hon. Member for Kilkenny 
asked some very detailed Questions. He 
hoped the hon. Member would excuse 
him if he said that he did not think they 
were Questions in which he took a very 
great personal interest. He was afraid 
that he should be wearying the House 
unduly if he were to go into all the 
matters raised by the hon. Member. He 
was anxious to meet the wishes of hon. 
Members from Ireland as fully as possible, 
and if it was their wish that he should 
read out the detailed explanations he was 
prepared to do it. He understood, how- 
ever, from the hon. Member’s countenance 
that he was absolved from doing that. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said not at 
ull. The hon. Member must not read any 
absolution from his countenance at all. 
Ife presumed the hon. Member wanted to 
get his Vote, to-night, before dinner, and if 
that was the case the hon. Gentleman 
ought to answer one or two (uestions ; or 
kindly send the replies. There was one 
question which the hon. Member for 
Kilkenny asked in which he and many 
other people on his side of the House were 
interested, for their attention had been 
called to it. Was it a fact that the men on 
hoard the ships of the Australian Station 
were to get a special rate of pay arranged 
by the Commonwealth Government in 
accordance with the standard rate of wages 
prevailing in Australia? That was the 
first Question. Here was another one. 
Was ita fact that arrangements had been 
made that some of these ships in the new 
Australian Squadron should be manned 
exclusively by Australians? These were 
(juestions which he ventured to say were 
quite as important and well worthy of 
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being answered as many of the Questions 
that had been answered. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) hoped that 
the hon. Member would recognise the 
necessity of making inquiries on the 
points raised yesterday afternoon in 
reference to the Irish fisheries. It was 
a very serious question for fishermen 
along the coast of Kerry, that great 
ravages were made by trawlers for the 
simple reason that there were no gun- 
boats to protect the fisheries. If the 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary to the 
Admiralty would do something in that 
matter he would promise him that, so 
far as he was concerned, he would not 
have the same difficulty in the future as 
he had had in the past couple of days in 
getting his Estimates through. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said ,that (the hon. 

Member for East Clare had asked two 
Questions. These Questions he had noted 
and was about to answer. With regard 
to the pay of the men of the Australian 
Contingent, he had to state that those 
men would receive the rate of pay 
given to men in the Royal Navy, and 
over and above that rate they would 
receive at the end of their period of 
service a colonial addition. The answer 
to the Question as to the ships, was that 
there were three ships to be used as 
training ships and these would be manned 
by Australian crews. In making this 
arrangement, however, the Admiralty di‘ 
not consider that they were granting 
any favour, as it was desirable that 
as large a number as possible in the 
Australian Colonies should be trained for 
this service. He had given very careful 
attention to the question of the fisheries. 
but he wished to say at once on behalf oi 
the Admiralty that the Admiralty would 
on no account whatever hand over any 
ships or men of the Navy to any other 
jurisdiction whether it was to local 
authority or anyone else. 


Mr. FLAVIN: We only want the use 
of them where necessary. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said what the 
Admiralty desired was that the ships 
which were on the coast of Ireland, 
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or of the United Kingdom, should give 
every assistance to the locai authority to 
carry out the Fisheries Regulations, 
whether inside or outside the 3-mile limit. 
The Admiral Commanding Coastguard 
and Reserves was now engaged on an in- 
quiry into this matter. There were on 
the coast of Ireland two torpedo gunboats 
and three steam Coastguard cruisers. 
All the Coastguards were under the 
control of the Admiral Commanding, and 
so far as Ireland was concerned, the Rear 
Admiral at Queenstown was to act as 
his deputy, and he would be available 
for any representations that might be 
made to him upon the subject. He 
would visit the Irish Coastguard stations 
from time to time, and the Coastguards 
would be instructed to give every assist- 
ance in their power in carrying out the 
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Fisheries Regulations under the super- 
vision of the Admiral Commanding 
As to the question of the standard 
referred to by the hon. Members for 
King’s Lynn and Exeter, he thought the 
Committee would not wish him to go 
over the whole ground again, but he 
would repeat that the Admiralty could 
not accept the tonnage or money standard. 
He would say in conclusion that he would 
rather stand up there to defend Estimates 
that were too large than to defend the 
Admiralty for not providing a Navy 
sufficient to meet the needs of the 
country. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided:—Ayes, 83; 
Noes, 284. (Division List No. 35.) 








Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.). 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, Sir John 

3arry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Boland, John 

srigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland 

3urns, John 

Cameron, Robert 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn. HughO 
Arrol, Sir Willlam 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. SirH 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
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Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
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Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir Mich. Hicks 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 


O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy. P. J. 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Roche, John 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Toulmin, George 

Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 
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tain Donelan and Mr. Pat- 
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Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’sLynn 
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Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Rea, Russell 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M.W.(Staly bridge) 
Ridley, S.Forde{ Bethnal Green 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Robson, William Snowdon 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John (Lancashire ) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
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Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Sir 
Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes. 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. O’MARA said that the result of 
the division showed that no matter what 
hon. Members might say, when it came to 
voting they voted for a strong Navy. He 
was not surprised that Englishmen took 
that view; but he had not changed his 
nationality. He wished to ask why the 
item (i.i) for special gratuities for services 
in South Africa had increased from £5,000, 
during the war, to £6,000 ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said it was because 
the period of time for which such gratui- 
ties were to be granted was, on 20th 
February last, extended by the Treasury. 


Men who were not previously to receive 
gratuities would now receive them. 


Mr. O’MARA said that the explanation 
was satisfactory. On the main question, 
however, his view was that the Navv was 
of no good to Ireland, which had no sea- 
borne trade. All Ireland had to do with 
the Navy was to help to pay the bill. 
The case he put before the Committee 
was agreed to by all his colleagues, and 
they would endeavour to reduce the Navy 
Estimates as far as they possibly could. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 273 ; 
Noes, 73. (Division List, No. 36) 
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And, it being after half-past Seven of 
the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported To-morrow. 


Committee to sit again To-morrow. 


EVENING SITTING. 
BRUSSELS SUGAR CONVENTION. 
, *Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said the 
object he had in view in calling attention 
to the Brussels Sugar Convention should 
be kindly received by the Government, 
for members of the Administration had 
accepted it as « kind of working model of 
the new fiscal arrangements. He might 
begin by explaining what the Permanent 
Commission was, and in what relation it 
stood tothe Sugar Convention. The Con- 
vention !was not like many treaties, a 
simple obligation entered into with a clear 
appreciation of what it involved, and 
which, so long as its provisions were 
observed, caused no further trouble to any 
of the parties. This Convention set up a 
body called a Permanent Commission, 
both legislative and administrative in its 
character, and invested with very great 
powers. The duties of the Commission 
were, first to acquire information with 
regard to sugar legislation, the duties 
and bounties that existed in every 
country jin the world, and it was 
empowered to pronounce an opinion on 
the practice of all countries. It therefore 
had a very wide field of operations. 
More than that, it worked in secret, and 


the¥ only thing that was absolutely , 


known with certainty was the decisions 
at! which? it arrived. It had con- 
demned the*practice of Austro-Hungary 
with regard to sugar—although they 


had never heard what had become 
of that condemnation. It had found 
fault with France, and had absolutely con- 
demned Russia, Denmark, and The Argen- 
tine, and it had ordered our Government 
to prohibit imports from those countries, 
which it had done. They were at a loss 
to know why the Government did not 
also prohibit imports from Japan and 
the United States and other countries 
which appeared to have been equally 
condemned. They knew nothing of 
what occurred at the October meeting, 
and thus they had a very mysterious 
body, with very autocratic powers, which 
had been exercised with very bad results 
on,the commerce of this country. The 
Commission might have fulfilled a very 
useful function had it given full informa- 
tion with regard to the sugar bounties, 
It might also have proved of great 
service to the traders of the country, 
who, he held, had a right to com- 
lain of the secrecy observed. The 
noble Lord the Under-Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs told him the other day 
that it was not proposed at present to 
publish what had taken place at the 
October meeting. That was greatly to 
be} deplored. The Commission, after all, 
was appointed to deal simply with a 
matter of trade. It was supposed to act 
fairly between the eight great nations 
which sent representatives to it, but this 
secrecy had created grave suspicions with 
regard to its proceedings. It was 
rumoured that instead of carrying out 
its duties as an international Commission, 
it had become a sort of cartel or trust, 
controlled entirely by the sugar producers 
of the Continent. 


Let them consider for a moment what 


_it was that the Commission was appointed 


to do, and what it had done uy to 
the present. Its main work was, of 
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course, to abolish sugar bounties. For) when the Convention first began to 
twenty-five years there had been an agita- | affect prices they found that the average 
tion in thiscountry against these bounties. | price of 88 per cent. beet sugar f.o.b. 








Although they were told that the bounties 
constituted « powerful instrument for 
cheapening the price of sugar yet it was 
urged that they were objectionable. But 
they had never had any perfect infor- 
mation as to what the bounties really were. 
The Board of Trade had never been able to 
tell them accurately. In the year 1889, 
the late Baron Henry de Worms, who was 
a consistent opponent of the system, 
prepared a convention something like the 
present one, but the negotiations fell 
through owing to the suggestion to 
substitute a surtax for the 
But our Government had since accepted 
the principle and on the Ist September 
last those bounties were 


of the abolition of the bcunties? It had 
been exactly what he warned the House 
it would be. 
agreed to substitute a surtax system, for 
which we were directly responsible and 
which did great injury to the country. for 
the system of bounties, for which we were 
not responsible and which did us no 
harm, even if it did not do us agreat deal 
of good. The immediate result had 
been great benefit to the sugar-pro- 
ducing Powers and great injury to 
this country. The sugar-producing 
countries benefited because prices there 
at once began to fall and the consumption 
to increase. It was, of course, very 
difficult to get exact figures after only 
six months experience, but he believed 
that in France the increased consumption 
had been something like 60 per cent.: 
while it was said the retail price had 
fallen from fd. to 343d. per Ib.. in 
Germany tle increase in consumption 
had been something like 40 per cent.. 
and in Austria from 30 to 25 per cent. 
The Beard of Trede had informed him 
that. althcugh figures were not forth- 
coming. the consumption of sugar on the 
Continent had greatly increased while 
the price had fallen considerably. 


But let them turn to the condition 


of affairs in their own country. 
A pamphlet had been circulated to 
hon. Members which gave the facts 


as the effect on the price of sugar 
here. Commencing with the year 1902, 
Mr. Lough. 


tounties. | 


abolished. | 
What had been the effect on this country | 


The Government had | 


at Hamburg was 6s. and had risen to 
8s. 4d. in December, 1903, a rise of 38 per 
cent. in the wholesale price, which was of 
course immediately reflected in the retail 
trade. The result so far as consumers 
were concerned was an immediate de- 
crease in consumption in 1901, the con- 
sumption was returned at 1°7 million 
tons, in 1902 it was 1°6, and in 1903 it 
had fallen to 1°3, or a fall of something 
like 26 per cent. That was a very 
serious fall. This was an article of which 
the consumption, prior to the Convention, 
was steadily increasing. Now a change 
had taken place and there was a tendency 
in an exactly opposite direction. This 
Motion declared that grave injury had 
been inflicted on manufacturers of 
sugared products. This was a matter 
of which the House had had cog- 
nisance for a considerable time, for 
|on the 24th November, 1902, when the 
|Convention was confirmed, the Secre- 
‘tary to the Board of Trade in one of 
/his speeches declared that one bene- 
fit the sugar manufacturers of this 
‘country would derive from the Con- 
| vention was, that they would participate 
'in the limitation on the surtax, which 
| was embodied in Clause 3 of the Con- 
/vention, which would prevent any 
foreign Power who was a party to the 
| Convention from charging an additional 
| tax of more than 2s. 6d. per,cwt. on any 
of our manufactures that went into their 
country. On the 2nd December follow- 
'ing, the President of the Board of 
| Trade. in answer to a Question, assured 
‘the House that the full benefits of 
‘the limitation of the surtax would 
be secured to English manufacturers. 
| That statement was repeated over and 
| over again in the course of the debates, 
}and the Government consequently suc- 
'ceeded in pushing the Bill through 
without alteration. But the Permanent 
Commission had decided the ,question, 
and now they had had a curt letter 
from the Board of Trade stating that 
the decision was that the limitation of 
the surtax did not apply to sugared goods, 
and a severe blow had been {inflicted 
on the industries of this country. It 
was pointed out in the debates last year 
that an extraordinary development had 
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taken place in the export trade of sugared 
goods which constituted one of the 
most satisfactory features in the growth 
oi British commerce in recent years. 
Owing to the cheapness of the raw 
material we have been able to make 


ortistic and expensive goods and sell them | 


back to the country from which we 
obtained the sugar. These exports had 
heen growing year after year, but imme- 
diately after the Convention was passed 
a reduction set in, and now confectionery 
and preserves showed a falling off of 
£44,000, biscuits and cakes £8,000, 
pickles and condiments £9,500, and 
condensed milk sweetened £61,000. In 
the item of refined sugars and candies 


there was a decline of £30,000 in our | 


exports to the Continent. The figures 
might seem small to some, but then they 


must remember that the Convention had | 


only been in full operation for four 
months. 


They had heard a good deal of dump- 
ing — it was in fact in connection 
with the sugar question that the word 
first found currency in the House and the 
country. It was claimed that the Conven- 
tion would stop dumping, but it had had 
an exactly opposite effect. The imports 
of prepared or manufactured chocolate 
had increased by £142,000, and of con- 
fectionery by £147,000. On the other 
hand, there had been a falling off in the 
import of raw cocoa amounting to 
£300,000, These figures were very 
significant, and showed what a blow had 
been inflicted on our industries. The 
result, so far as our manufacturers were 
concerned, was this. When they could 
import sugar from any country they were 
ready to fight the foreigner with free hands, 
but now their hands were tied behind 
their backs; and so we saw the import 
into this country of all those preducts, 
while we could not get admission into 
the foreign markets. Nor were the sugar 
refiners any better off under the new 
circumstances than they were before. 
The imports of raw sugar had declined by 
900,000 ewts., although the price had 
increased by £500.000, and the imports of 
refined sugar had increased. But the 
class that was to be benefited most 
by the Sugar Convention was the planters 
of the West Indies ; and what was the 
effect upon them? The effect appeared 
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| to be that we had struck the last blow at 
their waning industry, The export of 
sugar from the Islands last year, when 
the Convention came into operation, fell 
| off nearly one half. The total imports 
| in thousands of ewts. during the last three 
years were 929, 1,280, and 672, so that 
| there appeared to be a great falling off in 
‘the import of sugar from the Islands. 
Several causes had heen at work to pro- 

duce this result. Cuba had come into the 
'market again, and had sent vast supplies 
| not only to the United States but also to 

this country. By this means the 
| preferential treatment West Indian 
| planters received in the United States 
had been seriously interfered with. The 
position of the planters was very well 
summed up in Mr. Czarnikow’s circular 
of December 3lst— 

‘*Our West Indian planters are hardly better 
off than during the worst days of the bounty 
period, when beet was at 6s. 14d. f.o.b. Ham- 
bury, West Indian sugars sold at to-day’s 

quotations. 


Thus the rise in the price of beet 
sugar had quite failed to improve 
the market for cane. The truth was 
there was only a limited outlet in this 
‘country for the produce of the Islands, 
and the beet sugar producers knew how 
to maintain the advantageous position 
they had secured. In an Answer given 
to the hon. Member for Dundee on 
Wednesday last the Colonial Secretary 
| pointed out that an improvement had 
taken place in the exports from the 
Islands to this country for the month of 
January, but he added he had not, and 
was not likely for some time to come, to 
have any official information showing any 
definite improvement in the condition of 
the West Indian sugar planters resulting 
from the Convention. That was the net 
result of this violent interference with 
free trade. The mistake this House made 
was in inventing the wrong cure for the 
case of the West Indies. In estimating 
the difficulties which the Convention had 
imposed on the country it was necessary 
to take a somewhat wider view. The 
Government having adopted the alterna- 
tive of prohibition of import instead of 
countervailing duties, serious difficulties 
had arisen in our commercial intercourse 
with frieadly nations. Immediately the 
Act was passed into law, importation 
from Russia,‘Denmark and the Argentine 
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Republic was prohibited. | When the 
Government took this step it was of 
opinion that little or no sugar came to 


Brussels 


this country from Russia; but it had since | 


heen discovered that we had very large 
indirect imports from that country 
through the Baltic ports, altogether 
amounting in 1902 to something like 
100,000 tons. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Geratp BaLrour, 
Leeds, Central): On what authority does 
the hon. Member say that ? 


*MR. 
inquiry. 


LOUGH: I have made careful 


Mr. GERALD BAI.FOUR: It is not 
the case. 


*Mr. LOUGH said these imports came 
through the Baltic Ports, and not from 
Russia direct. The right hon. Gentleman 
had never before denied it. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 
never said before. 


It was 


*Mr. LOUGH said the fact remained 
that it was the case. This trade was in- 
terfered with. Russia did not take it 
lying down, and she immediately put a 
retaliatory duty upon tea. We sent just 
twenty-seven millions pounds of tea to 
Russia through the same indirect channels 
that Russian sugar came to us, and the 
curious fact was that the quantity of tea 
she took from us balanced the sugar we 
took from her. What better system 
could obtain than for us to take Russia’s 
sugar while she took our tea ? 


It might be said that prohibition did 
our exports no harm. But any violent 
interference with the course of imports 
was certain to be reflected in the exports. 
Members of the Government had lately 
displayed an extraordinary change of 
attitude with regard to this Convention. 
In another place a distinguished member 
of the Government had recently stated 
that he was an out-and-out opponeut 
of the policy of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham, but 
that he was a supporter of the Sugar 
Convention, and that that was a model 
of the policy of retaliation of which he 

Mr, Lough, 
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‘approved. The right hon. Gentleman the 


Member for West Bristol preached the 
same story at Manchester, where he was 
speaking against the Birmingham policy. 
Other Gentlemen opposite also had 
claimed this Convention as the expression 
of the policy of the Government with 


regard to retaliation. What nonsense 
it was! Who invented the Brussels 
Sugar Convention ? Whose genius 


pushed the Bill through the House ’ 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham. The idea at the 
root of the Convention was colonial 
preference. The scheme had failed in its 
object, and it was the most perfect 
illustration of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s policy that could be found. When 
the Government declared that they were 
against the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham, but that 
they were in favour of the Sugar Con- 
vention, they were really playing with 
the House, as more complete allegiance 
to the Birmingham policy could not be 
shown. But he would be asked what 
practical suggestions couid be made?’ 
It might be said that we were tied 
to the Convention for five years. 
and that therefore nothing could be 
done. He contended that a great deil 
could be done. His complaint against 
the Government was that we were not 
well represented onthe Commission. Our 
present representative was Sir H. Beryne, 
a@ well-known protectionist. But we 
were a free-trade country, and we ought 
to be represented by someone who would 
make a fight for that which the Govern- 
ment declared still to be the policy of the 
nation. Sir H. Bergne was assisted by 
Mr. Martineau, the representative of the 
sugar refiners. Why was not some re- 
presentative of those great sugar indus- 
tries which were suffering so much, sent to 
fight our battle at Brussels? The gentle- 
men at present there appeared to take every 
blow against this country lying down. 
Instead of fighting for the country they 
seemed to be fighting on the side of those 


shrewd sugar producers who were simply 


endeavouring to raise the price of sugar 
and to destroy our manufactures. Under 


| the Convention there was power to appeal 


within eight days of any decision. Was 
an appeal lodged by Sir H. Bergne 
against the decision on the question of 
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the surtax? Another thing the Govern- 
ment could do was to give up once for 
all the bad policy of secrecy which had 
distinguished the conduct of the pro- 
ceedings of this Commission. Let them 
publish the proceedings, as they were at 
liberty to do, so that the country could 
know what was going on. Then, too, the 
Government ought to adopta fighting 
policy insteud of the complaisant course 
hitherto followed, and when the Com- 
mission suggested the condemnation of 
a country like Russia, with which we had 
commercial interests, the decision should 
be fought against. 


The effects of the Convention, 
briefly summarised, appeared to be 
these: It had caused a rise in the 


price and a decline in the consumption of 
suzar in the United Kingdom, at the 
same time that there was a decline in the 
price and an increase in the consumption 
of sugar in other countries which were 
parties to the Convention. It had 
brought about an increase in foreign 
dumping and a decrease of British dump- 
ing. It had shut out from British 
markets important sugar supplies. It 
had produced a decline in imports from 
the West Indies to this country. It had 
raised new tariffs against british grown 
tea. It had obstructed the general 
import trade. It had caused the adop- | 
ion of certificates of origin and the) 
bonding of factories. Finally, it had led | 
to a great dislocation of industry and a 
great decrease in employment. 
were serious matters. Possibly he had 
not made good all those points, but he 
was in difficulties, as he was the party 
making the attack, What the Govern- 
ment had to do was to show the benefits 
we had received, and that would be a 
difficult task. Had any advantage what- 
ever arisen to the country from the Con- 
vention ? He appealed from the Govern- 
ment to the Gentlemen who sat behind 


them. They could not be ignorant of 
the sense of wrong with regard to all 


these matters which was spreading out of 
doors. He appealed to those higher 
traditions of the House of Commons, 
which rose above Party loyalty, and 
asked Gentlemen opposite to force the 
Government not to continue to carry on 
hy those secret methods what was nothing 
less than a total revolution in our free- 
trade traditions without obtaining an 


| 
| 


Those | 
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expression of opinion on one side or the 
other from the electors of the country. 


*Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) in 
seconding the Motion, remarked on the 
great similarity between the arguments 
by which this Convention was commended 
to the House, and those which had since 
been used in connection with another 
policy. In both cases the appeal was 
based on the alleged ruin of industries at 
home, the Empire in danger abroad, and 
the evils of foreign dumping. He desired 
to point out the effect of the Convention 
on the industries in whose interests the 
Government were supposed to have 
moved. The West Indies were the 
trump card of the Government. Thev 
had urged that the case was so grave 
and urgent that the only way in which 
the prosperity of the West Indies could 
be restored was by the abolition of 
bounties, that unless their export trade 
was improved both in volume and value 
it would be impossible to carry on 
civilised government, that they would 
be face to face with ruin, and that 
starvation would ensue. The opponents 
of the Convention argued, on the other 
hand, that the causes of the decline of 
West Indian trade were economical, anc 
did not arise from the bounty system: 
they pointed out that the causes of the 


| trouble were out-of-date methods, obsolete 





/machinery, and heavy charges on the 
‘jand, and that the price of sugar which 
to the West Indies spelt ruin enabled 
other sugar-producing countries to carry 
on a Satisfactory industry. Bounties had 
disappeared, and it was now possible 
to see what effect the abolition had had 
on the volume and the prices of the 
sugar coming from the West Indies. 
Prior to the Convention, West Indian 
sugar had always been able to obtain in 
the Mincing Lane market £1 or £2 per 
ton more than beet sugar. Within the 
last twelve years West Indian sugar had 
been as high as £20 per ton, and within 
the last twenty years it had been as high 
as £30. But during the whole of that 
period there had been constant clamour- 
ings that the Islands were being ruined, 
and that bounties were the cause of their 
downfall. Consequently those who had 
followed these matters closely had always 
had their doubts as to the genuineness of 
the agitation, for agitation it undoubtedly 
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was. Up to a certain time, as he had 
said, West Indian sugar cbtained a 
higher price than the corresponding 


article in beet. What was the position 
now? In July, 1902, 88 per cent. beet 
was 6s. 14d. per cwt.; the corresponding 
quality of West Indian sugar was 7d. 9d.. 
an advantage of 25 per cent. in price. 
Instead of bringing about an increase of 
price the abolition of bounties had had 
the contrary effect, for to-day the corres- 
ponding prices were 7s. 3d. for beet and 
8s. for West Indian sugar, so that the 
latter was 35 per. cent. worse off as com- 
pared with two years ago. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR asked 
whether the hon. Member contended 
that the Convention had produced that 
result. 


*Mr. KEARLEY said that that was his 
contention. What had been the effect on 
the volume? In 1901 the importation of 
sugar from the West Indies was 46,000 
tons; in 1902, 64,000 tons; and in 1903, 
33,000 tons, or a drop of nearly 50 per 
cent. Did that look as though the West 
Indies were in a fair way of being saved ? 
It would be interesting to hear the right 
hon. Gentleman’s explanation of those 
figures. Then as to the general position 
of the West Indies. Before the abolition 
of bounties the West Indies had prefer- 
ential access to the markets of the United 
States. The reason of that was, that in 
1897 the United States decided to 
countervail all sugar from bounty-fed 
countries. The West Indies were not a 
bounty-giving country; consequently 
their sugar went in free of any counter- 
vailing duty, whereas sugar from the 
Continent was countervailed to the extent 
of 15d. or 18d. perewt. To-day, however, 
all the sugar-producing countries on the 
Continent that were in the Convention 
had access on the best terms to the 
United States market, and the preference 
to the West Indies had disappeared. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR asked what 
that had to do with the Convention. 


*Mr. KEARLEY said it had very much 
to do with it. The Convention had 
worsened the position of the West Indies 
in the United States market. The right 
hon. Gentleman could not deny that 


Mr. Kea rley. 
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before the Convention the West Indies 
had a preferential access to the United 
States market as compared with European 
countries. He knew that the United 
States had entered into a teciprocity 
treaty with Cuba giving a preference of 
20 percent. But Cuba was not supplying 
the whole of the requirements of the 
United States, and the fact remained that 
the position of the West Indies in com- 
peting with European countries for the 
United States market, was worsened. 


He now came tothe question of how the 
Convention had affected the sugar-using 
industries of this country. They had 
lost the advantage of cheapsugar. Beiore 
the Convention they bought in a free 
market; the whole world was the:r 
market; the representatives of all the cane 
and beet producing countries in the world 
were on our market, and there was no 
question of priority to one or another. 
That was the system of free trade which 
they desired to see continued. Was 
there freedom of trade in the transaction 
of one’s own business to-day ? Not at all. 
The control of the destinies of the sugar- 
using industries now was not in London, 
Silvertown, or Dundee; it was at Brussels, 
and it was eight to one against the 
interests of the British manufacturers, 
who, thanks to the Government, were 
unrepresented there. The Confectioners’ 
Alliance, when they saw the names of the 
expert advisers nominated on behalf of the 
Government, asked that they also might 
be represented by an expert adviser, but 
the Government would have none of it; 
they preferred the se:vices of Messrs. 
Martineau and Lubbock. Everybody 
knew what the interests of those gentle- 
men were, and it did seem hard that these 
other trades should not have been allowed 
to give the representatives of the Govern- 
ment the benefit of their experience in 
their own trades. The Convention had 
made sugar dearer at home and cheaper 
abroad. What had been its effect on the 
home market ? Before the Convention. 
owing to enormous visible supplies of 
sugar, prices were very low. That 
condition had not changed, because there 
were still enormous visible supplies of 
sugar, and he did not hesitate to say that 
but for the Convention sugar would have 
been Is. or ls. 6d. cheaper to-day. In July, 
1902, beet sugar was worth 6s. per cwt., 
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but from the moment the Government | 


placed their influence at the back of the 
Sugar Convention the price had been 
steadily rising. He contended that the 
rise was wholly due to the Convention, 
because the visible supplies of sugar were 
so large to-day, and had been ever since 
July, 1902, that only circumstances opera- 
ting outside the regular way, could account 
for the increase of price, which now 
amounted to something like 35 or 40 per 
cent. 


Another result of the Convention 
had been to transfer the boon of cheap 
sugar to the Continent at our expense. 
The consumption in Germany had 
increased by 39 per cent., in France by 
63 per cent., in Austria by 25 per cent., 
and in Holland by 43 per cent. Instead 
of the British consumer securing a corres- 
ponding advantage, he had been the 
victim of the whole situation. As the 
result of dear sugar at home and cheap 
sugar abroad, coupled with the broken 
pledges of the Government, our home 
market was being invaded by manufac- 
tured goods which previously never 
had access to it, and our. ex- 
ports to markets over which for 
years we had had unchallenged supremacy 
were diminishing. In speaking of the 
broken pledges of the Government, he 
referred to the statement in which they 
declared that the conditions laid down 
hy the Convention would be applicable 
to sugared goods, as well as sugar, by 
which declaration many Members on the 
other side of the House were induced to 
support the measure. He remembered 
the hon. Baronet the Member for Norwich 
making a strong speech at the time his 
Amendment, in which he sought to insert 
ui express declaration in the Bill to 
that effect, was before the House, and the 
hon. Baronet was followed by the hon. 
Member for York. Both stated that they 
were satisfied with the pledge the Govern- 
ment had given that sugared goods would 
be assimilated to sugar and be entitled to 
the same treatment. What was the posi- 
tion to-day? Although in moving 
the Amendment he had pointed out 
the danger of unfair treatment being 
meted out to our exports, and the danger 
of dumping on our markets, the right 
hon, Gentleman the Secretary to the 
Hoard of Trade said that there was no 
chance of that ; that our manufacturers 
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would get the advantage of the protection 
of the surtax, and the same privileges 
in approaching foreign markets with 
sugared goods, as they would with sugar. 
The President of the Board of Trade em- 
phasised this more strongly. On 5th 
August, 1903, the right hon. Gentleman 
said— 

‘The hon. Member opposite was absolutely 
wrong in saying that confectioners would be 
worsened rather than improved by the provi- 
sions of the Convention with respect to the 
surtax. Thesurtax would reduce any possible 
advantage the home producer might have over 
the foreign producer to a maximum of six 
francs. The result of that would be that our 
sugar products would find a freer entry into the 
contracting States.” 


Were they finding a freer entry into the 
protective States? Was that the ex- 
perience of the Government? He did 
not think it was. The right hon. Gentle- 
man continued— 

‘* Certainly the import of the articles into the 
contracting States would not be renderet more 
difficult. He granted that it was conceivable 
that danger might arise such as the rizht hon. 
Gentleman for Norwich laid great stress on, 
and that we might find in future our confee- 
tionery and jam manufactures, and so forth, 
exposed to unfair competition.” 


Thesizzestion vis that the unfair com- 
petition might arise from the fact that 
bounty-fed sugar might be made into 
sugared goods, and that these would 
be sent into our market. The right 
hon. Gentleman then gave an undertaking 
that that would not be permitted, that if 
an instance of it was brought to the notice 
of the Government, steps would be taken 
to prevent injury to the trades concerned. 
When we had more experience of the 
working of the Convention, it wou!d be 
found, he maintained, that the foreign 
manufacturers were dumping their sugar 
products down into our markets to the 
detriment of the home manufacturers. 
The Prime Minister the next day said 
this— 


“The statement that the Government were 
prepared to admit chocolates and other manu- 
factures into which sugar entered, which 
manufactures might be made out of bounty-fed 
sugar, was based on an entire misconception. 
The Government objected equally to bounty- 
fed sugar and bounty-fed chocolates, and the 
only reason why they did not accept the 
Amendment” 


which he had himself moved— 


“which was discussed at great length yesterday, 
was, in the first place, because they did not 


, believe, as a matter of fact, that there would be 
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any chocolates, or similar products thrown into 
this country made of bounty-fed sugar. They 
did not believe, from the best advice they 
could obtain, that there was the smallest 
ae grant or possibility of that result. They 
aid down, in the second place, that if this 
result occurred, it would be the first and most 
immediate duty of the Government of this 
country to stop it by legislation; and, in the 
third place, the only proper way to stop it was 
by legislation ad hoc, because if the legislation 
was to be embodied in this Bill the manu- 
facturers of chocolate, and othersin this country 
would be compelled to carry on their manu- 
factures under the control of the Brussels 
Convention.” 


If the Government had accepted his 
Amendment it would have prevented all 
this difficulty, for although the foreign 
manufacturers were carrying on their 
manufactures now under the cloak of 
the Brussels Convention, unless the 
Government took very speedy steps 


to give that protection which our 
home manufacturers needed, their 
last stage would be worse than the 


first. The fact was that the Convention 
was being evaded on the Continent, 
where they were using what was practi- 
cally bound-fed sugar; and sugared pro- 
ducts were being dumped upon our 
markets to the detriment of the home 
manufacturers. But no legislation had 
been introduced, or even promised, by 
the Government in order to put a stop 
to this evasion of the Convention. When 
Mr. Boyd, an important man in the 
sugar industry, complained to the 
Government that although the Govern- 
ment had given them to understand 
in regard to sugared goods that they 
were to get the benefit of the Convention, 
it had been vitiated by the action of the 
Brussels Commission, their only reply 
was— 

“‘The Brussels Commission has decided that 
the limitations laid down in Article 3 of the 
Convention do not apply to sugared products.” 


- 


Article 7 of the Convention gave our 
representative the right of appeal when a 
decision was given adverse to the interests 
of this country, providing that right was 
exercised within eight days. Would the 
right hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Board of Trade tell them whether 
our representative had exercised that 
right on any occasion when the interests 
of British sugar refiners or the sugar- 
using manufacturers had been invaded % 
He believed that no notice of appeal had 
been given on any single occasion ; and, 

Mr. Kearley. 
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if that were so, it afforded ample justifi- 
cation of the claim which was made by 
the sugar-using industries to have 
a representative on the Commission to 
advise the Goverment as to the course 
to be taken. Their application for such 
a representative was ignored, however, 
and they were now smarting from the 
ill effects that had arisen in consequence. 


What sort of treatment was being meted 
out to our manufacturers in foreign 
markets ? The Secretary to the Board of 
Trade had told them, as a sort of 
consolation, that although they would 
pay more for their sugar, they would 
stand in a better position in foreign 
markets because their sugared goods 
would be admitted on equal terms with 
sugar. Well, at the present moment 
some of these countries were imposing a 
duty of 20s. per cwt., which was much 
more than 100 per cent., on some of the 
sugared goods entering those countries. 
Before the Convention Act was passed 
they had nothing of that kind to contend 
with. Sugar entering into Germany 
from this country was charged a duty of 
8s. 5d. per ewt., and sugared goods 
30s. 6d. per ewt. In Austria the duty 
on sugar was Ills. per ecwt., and on 
sugared goods 35s. 6d. per ewt. Did 
the hon. Gentleman wonder that the 
sugar-using trades charged the Government 
with a great breach of faith. Thev were 
only told that their appeals were receiving 
careful consideration, that they were to 
possess their souls in patience, and that 
the matter would be brought before the 
Commission in March. Even the 
sugar refiner, the spoiled child of 
the Government, had his grievance, 
and was up in arms against the 
way in which he was being treated. 
Mr. Martin, honorary Secretary to the 
British Sugar Refineries, addressed a 
letter to Lord Lansdowne, dated 20th 
January last, in which he drew attention 
to the duties in Belgium, Germany and 
Austria on imported syrup. Mr. Martin 
said— 

“It appears that since Ist September the 
import duty on syrup containing over 50 per 
cent. sweetening matter has been 25.50 francs, 
which is tantamount to the charge on refined 
sugar. By the new Belgian law, 14th December. 
1903, the Excise duty on sugar used in the 
manufacture of invert sugar, has been consider- 
ably reduced, but no reduction has been made 
in the import duty, so that the invert sugar 
manufacturers in Belgium are enabled to raise 
their price for home consumption to the amount 
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of the surtax and therefore obtain a considerable 
bounty on their production.” 


and then he went on— 


“Apparently the Belgian Government were 
treating invert sugar and golden syrup as by- 
products, and consider themselves free from the 
conditions of the Convention with regard to 
these two articles. My Association contends 
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| enough had been said to show that the 
| consumer, that trade, and manufacturers 
| had suffered equally, and that the 
interests in whose behalf the Govern- 
ment were impelled to move had not 
benefited in one single degree from the 
Convention. 


Sugar Convention. 


st ongly that these articles are formed of sugar, | 


and are not by-products, and that the terms of | 


the Convention should apply to both of them, | 


If this is not insisted upon, not only will alarge 
and growing export trade to Belgium in syrup, 
and possibly in invert, sugar, be entirely killed, 
but it may, and probably will, come about that 
our own home and export markets will be in- 
vaded by bounty-fed invert sugar and syrup to 
the detriment of many of our refiners. Any 
Belgian refiner who makes invert sugar would 
be enabled to apply some of the benefits he 
obtained from the latter to cheaper his refined 
sugar.” 


Thus all the interests the Government 
were supposed to protect by the Sugar 
Convention Act were showing that this 
Sugar Convention had absolutely failed 
in its purpose. 


He wished to say a word in 
behalf of an interest that had not 
much consideration given to it in this 
House—the interest of the consumer. 
He had been very much struck in the 
fiscal debates with the fact that, al- 
though there was a great amount of 
argument all round the question on 
behalf of the producer, very few Mem- 
bers spoke on behalf of the consumer, 
who bore the burden ofall our sins and 
follies. In spite of the belief of some 
of the hon. Members opposite to the 
contrary, whatever increase there might 
be in a cost of an article, it finally 
worked its way down to the consumer. 
He maintained that the Convention alone 
had advanced the price of sugar by a 
jd. a pound; the duty was a 4d., so 
that the consumer paid 3d. a pound 
more for his sugar than he did before. 
He used to buy his sugar at ljd. a 
pound, now he pays 2d. The result was 
that the consumption had fallen, and 
that was not difficult to understand, 
when the methods of the consumer were 
considered. He estimated with the 
greatest precision and nicety his weekly 
budget, and if the price of a commodity 
advanced he could spend only the 


same amount of money so must satisfy 
himself with less of the commodity which 











had advanced in price. 
VOL. CXXX. 


He thought that 
[FOURTH SERIES. ] 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the decisions of the Permanent 
Commission of the Brussels Sugar Con- 
vention have operated so as to inflict grave 
injury on the manufacturers of sugared 
products in the United Kingdom as com- 
pared with their Foreign rivals, and that 
the Convention has failed to confer the 
anticipated benefits on the West Indies.” 
—( Mr. Lough.) 


Mr. DAVID MACIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) said that the speech of the hon. 
Member who had just sat down, however 
little he intended it, was evidently in 
favour of the introduction of the principle 
of retaliation. The result of the speeches 
of the mover and seconder was that they 
would, if they could, destroy the Con- 
vention and restore the bounty system. 
Their speeches had been elaborated with 
considerable length of detail and a great 
deal of inaccuracy. One conspicuous 
inaccuracy of the hon. Member for 
Islington was his statement that the 
Sugar Convention was the special policy 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham and was designed 
to give a preference to the Colonies. 
Now, as a matter of fact, the Sugar 
Convention expressly prohibited any 
preferences being given to the Colonies. 
He would like to remind the House that, 
as a result of a bounty system, which 
hon. Gentlemen opposite wished to see 
restored, sugar refining had largely dis- 
appeared from Liverpool. There were 
still five considerable refineries in that 
city, but within his own recollection 
there were three times that number. 
The same result followed in Greenock. 
He would remind the House also that 
Mr. Gladstone had denounced the 
bounty system with all his eloquence 
on many occasions; but he wished 
to do away with it by agreement, by 
negotiation, in other words, by conven- 
tion. He must confess he had never given 
his confidence to this Convention, becaus2 
it was the work of free-trade statesmen 
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and agitators. His objection to it was 
that it was a clumsy free-trade device 
for restoring the natural price of sugar, 
and for affecting that which, from his 
point of view, would have been better 
attained by frankly protectionist means. 
He had not the slightest hesitation in 
saying that the right thing to do was to 
put a large duty on bounty-fed sugar, and 
give a preference to celonial sugar. He 
recognised however, that, having regard 


to the free-trade views which prevailed | 


in the House and the country, that was 
impossible, and the Convention was the 


only practicable measure. He believed | 
that it had done a great amount of good, | 


and that it would do a gcod deal more. 
He asked the House, was there any 
industry in the country which ought to 
depend upon the dishonest bounty system? 
They all knew that that system was 


intended to ruin the sugar refining indus- | 


try in this country. It appeared to 
him that the arguments used by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite amounted to this, 
that they wished their profits should be 
increased, 


Mr. LOUGH said he had not the | 


slightest interest, direct or indirect. in 
suger, and he considered the remark of 
the hon. Member very unjust. 


Mr. DAVID MACIVER said he withdrew | 
the remark at once. What he wished to say | 
was that if there were any hon. Members | 
in the House who were personally inter- | 
ested, they might use the same arguments | 


as those employed by hon. Gentlemen 


opposite. Even in his own case, he | 
suffered largely from the Convention, | 


because he used to carry in his steamers 
a large amount of bounty-fed suyars. 


Notwithstanding that, he gave his hearty | 
ond cordial support to the Government, | 
and he did not think that the confec- | 


tioners had any justification for their 
present «agitation. 


Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Oldham) | 


said that the hon. Gentlemen who moved 
and seconded the Resolution had 
made out a case, and he would try 
and cast his remarks in a_ mould 
rather more iavourable to the position of 
the Government than he might otherwise 
have done. He did not believe that, on 
the whole, it was true to say that the 
Convention had altogether failed in its 
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{COMMONS} 





Sugar Convention. 1564 


objects. After all, the primary object of 
the Convention was to effect an improve- 
/ment in prices. He confessed that he 
| doubted at the time whether that improve- 
meat would be so rapidly effected. There 
were many causes which might have re- 
tarded any risein prices; but the Govern- 
ment had succeeded much better than, 
in the view of many people, could have 
been expected. The hon. Gentleman 
opposite had been able to show how 
prices had steadily advanced; how 
there had been a rise of over £2 per ton 
since the Convention was enforced. The 
monthly returns of the prices of sugar 
f.o.b. at Hamburg showed a steady and 
|constanit rise; and naturally that had 
made itself felt inretail prices. The same 
class of sugar which was sold at 12s. 6d. 
per cwt. before the Convention, no’ 
| fetched 15s. 3d. in the London markets. 
Naturally and necessarily that had had 
an effect on the retail prices of ordinary 
sugar purchased by the consumer. 
He believed the price in all case< 
had advanced a fd. per Ib. in 
consequence of the Convention. There 
had already been a_ considerabl: 
measure of success for the Government. 
But the Government also held out hopes 
that there would be no fluctuations, 01 
fewer fluctuations, after the passage of the 
Convention. He had never himself been 
| able to see how the abolition of bounties. 


| which was almost the only fixed factor in 
| the price, should be regarded as makin: 
for greater stability of price. One would 
have thought when there were so man‘ 
factors affecting the price—combinations. 
freights, new processes, new areas of pro 
duction, and above ali, variations of the 
harvest—that these elements would b: 
more responsible for the fluctuations «i 
the price of sugar than the fixed bounties 
'given by foreign Governments, but the 
fact remained that our Government had 
certainly succeeded in limiting the fluctu: - 
tions in one direction, at any rate. The 
downward fluctuation had ceased alto- 
gether, and the manuiacturer and the 
consumer had now only to adapt them- 
selves to fluctuations in the direction 
‘of a steady and constant rise since the 

Convention. Most undoubtedly that 

must be counted as a partial triumph for 

the efforts of the Government. 

He asked himself whether it wes 

| altogether fair to say that these results «n 
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the price of sugar were due to the action of | 
the Government or to the Convention. | 
Could these results be really claimed as | 
arising from the Convention? What other 
reason could be assigned? The natural 
circumstances of the world did not seem 
to provide any explanation of it, and 
he thought that the Government was 
entitled to the whole credit, undivided | 
and unstinted, of any alteration in the 
price of sugar. His hon. friend the 
Member for Islington felt conscious of the 
fact that it might be argued against him 
that it was, perhaps, a little too soon to 
judge of the results of the Convention. 
That was an admission which gave great 
satisfaction to his right hon. friend the 
President of the Board of Trade. He 
quite agreed, for there were many 
indications which went to show that the 
rise in the price of sugar was by no means 
‘complete. Alter all, the Convention had 
only been influencing the market since 
ith March, 1902, and it had only been 
vctually in force since Ist September. 
In the circumstances, however, 
thought that the very marked and sub- 
stantial stiffening in price which had been 
ilready achieved ought to be extremely 
gratifying to those who on the 
Treasury Bench and to one who no longer 
sat there. It cought to be especially 
vratifying to the First Lord of the 
Treasury, because the Convention was the | 
first example of his own new policv—the 


he 


sat 


first example of the employment of 
retaliatory powers. 
A great many people had _ been 


saying in the autumn—he might have 
been among them—that the policy of 
retaliation was an aiterthought designed 
to tide over the exigencies of the Party | 
situation; but the first fruits of the 
Convention proved beyond all doubt that 
retaliation was a real policy, and that its 
use in the hands of Imperial statesmen 
not hampered by the old traditions of | 
British finance the pedantry of 
economics or arithmetic, might produce 
results which sensibly affected the indus- 
tries of the people and the comfort o/ the 
working classes. He thought also it was 
a great proof, if what the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham told them was true, of the 
commercial strength and prestige of | 
Britain. Let them consider the picture | 
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the right hon. Gentleman submitted to 
the country. Here were all these great 
protectionist nations—the followers of a 
policy of scientific taxation. We were 
often told that they were not all fools: 
they were pursuing their self-interest, and 
in doing so they had for a long course of 
years adopted a two-fold policy —they had 
stimulated their home industries by means 
of bounties, and had pursued a relentless 
policy of dumping in the British market. 
Why did they dump? The late Colonial 
Secretary said it was very clear that they 
dumped because they wished a mon«poly, 
and that they nearly got it, but at the 
critical moment, in the nick of time, the 
President of the Board of Trade stretche:| 
out his hand, and a voice from Downing 
Street went out and stopped those nations 
in the flood-tide of victory. The moment 
the British Government intervened, so 
they were invited to believe, the who'e 
fabric of continental protection, in so fa 
as sugar was concerned, cotlapsed, and 
continental nations, rather than face the 
fury of the right hon. Gentleman, 
proceeded, not merely to throw over their 
system of bounties, not merely to starve 
their home producers who had grown up 
under this munificent system, but to 
abandon the monopoly of the English 
market which, according to late 
Colonial Secretary, they had almost 
within their grasp. They not only sub- 
mitted to our dictation, but they sub- 
mitted with an uncommonly good grace. 
So perfect were the manners of foreign 
diplomatists and so correct their conduct, 
that one could almost imagine that they 
thought that they were the parties getting 
the benefit of the Convention and that 
we were the parties going to lose. But 
there was a more remarkable test of our 


the 


| power in the composition of the tribunal. 


Ten or twelve Powers were represente |, 
and we had only one delegate. We were 
twelve. Austria-Hungary 
had secured two representatives—one fr 
Austria, and one for Hungary. One might 
almost have thought that a claim might 
have been lodged on behalf of Great 
Britain and Ireland, but we did not need 
to worry about that. Our position was 
<0 strong that one Englishman represent- 
ing a country of our commercial strength 
was able to stand up against all thoxe 
foreigners. One representative of a free- 
trade nation was sutticiently strong to 
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preserve the interest of this country 
against so many protectionists, and to 
ferce those nations to carry out in detail 
conditions of the Convention which must 
be galling and humiliating, and which 
inflicted such loss on all of them. He 
could not repress a thrill of patriotic 
emotion when he contemplated the 
spectacle of this solitary champion of 
Britain fighting alone for free and freer 
trade against the world, and preserving, 
by his own individual authority and the 
moral force of the Government he 
represented, against overwhelming odds, 
the interest of the tea planters of Jamaica 
and the sugar refiners by the banks of the 


Clyde. 


He thought the President of the 
Board of Trade would admit that he had 
dwelt only on those aspects of the Govern- 
ment policy which might be the subject of 
legitimate congratulation. Before sitting 
down he wished to say one or two words on 
the reverse of the medal. Very many of 


the valuable objects which the Govern~ 


ment had in view had not been obtained 
without some cost. The price of sugar 
had gone up by £2 a ton, and one had 
only to calculate how many tons came 
into the country to estimate the loss 
arising from that fact alone. He would 
put aside altogether the question of the 
consumer, because it had been very well 
dealt with by the hon. Member for 
Devonport. So far as the producer was 
concerned, he had never been able to 
make out why it should be honourable, 
patriotic, and Imperial to refine sugar, 
and contemptible, unworthy, and _pro- 
Boer to be engaged in jam and 
pickles. He should have thought that in 
a commercial country any change in 
legitimate trade, if employment was 
considerable and conditions healthy and 
wages rising, was worthy of the respectful 
attention of the statesmen directing its 
affairs. And it had been proved that 
fifteen times as many persons were em- 
ployed in this despised and degrading 
industry as in the patriotic business of 
sugar-refining. It had been proved that 
more than five times the number of 
persons displaced by foreign competition 
or other causes from sugar refining had 
been accommodated in’ the secondary 
industries of sugar. Jam and pickles 


had to fight foreign competition like 


Mr. Winston Churchill. 
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everybody else, and they had been fight- 
ing it rather well. There was scarcely 
any branch of our export trade which had 
undergone such a notable expansion as 
the jam trade group. The Government 
had done a great injury to all these im- 
portant trades. They had done an injury 
both direct and indirect. At the same 
time that they had raised the price of the 
raw material here the Convention had 
depressed the price of raw material 
abroad. Jt was not merely addition; it 
was addition and subtraction. It was 
like votes sometimes given by Members 
against their Party, which counted two 
upona division. Thisdoubleoperation had 
produced striking effects. The consump- 
tion of sugar here had fallen off-+im- 
mediately, whereas, up to 1901, we were 
increasing our consumption at the rate 
of 40,000 tonsa year. In the two years 
influenced by the Convention and the 
negotiations, the consumption in this 
country had fallen off by 200,000 tons 
each year. While that had been done 
here, French and German consumption 
of sugar had increased by 122,000 tons. 
In fact it might be said, speaking in 
general, that the consumption of sugar by 
continental Powers bad gone up between 
a quarter and a half as much again 
during the period covered by the Conven- 
tion. If he were willing to embark on a 
line of argument which might be gratify- 
ing to the hon. Member for the Kirkdale 
Division, whose strong protectionist 
views were Well known to the House, he 
would point out that the effect of this 
increased consumption abroad and the 
decrease here had resulted in an increase 
in the import of foreign manufactured 
sugar into this country, and a decrease 
in the manufactured sugar going 
trom this country to foreign countries. 
Some of the inducements held out to 
the House to support the Convention had 
not been altogether realised. They were 
urged to support it because it would make 
us more independent of the sugar produc- 
tion of the Continent, and make this 
country more dependent on the sugar 
production of our own Colonies. The 
very contrary was the fact, as the debate 
had already shown. Since the passing of 
this Convention we had become dependent 
in a larger proportion, according to the 
figures, on continental supplies, and in 
smaller proportion than ever in recent 
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years, on the supply coming from the 


West Indies. Not only had foreign 
dumpers controlled the market com- 
mercially, but we had provided them with 
aD instrument in this astonishing tribunal 
which enabled them to control the sugar 
market from a diplomatic as well as a 
commercial point of view. We were 
promised certain advantages under Article 
III. of the Convention. We were led to 
believe that under the Convention the 
duties on British sugar products, imposed 
by States who were parties to the Conven- 
tion, would be reduced from the high and 
almost prohibitive level at which they 
now stood. The Secretary to the Board 
of Trade was a Minister closely connected 
with this class of legislation, and he had 
earned a reputation for close and cogent 
reasoning; it was therefore disappointing 
to find that some of the statements he so 
confidently made were not borne out by 
the teachings of experience. But the 
object to which the Government above 
all attached importance had not been 
achieved. The case for joining the Con- 
vention was based on the needs of the 
West Indies, as was apparent from the 
speech of the First Lord of the Treasury 
on 26th June, 1902. Naturally the West 
Indies were brought very prominently 
before the country by the Association 
headed by Sir Nevile Lubbock, which 
was, perhaps, not altogether disinterested, 
and which operated by a very ingenious 
method of agitation, that of exciting the 
honest Imperial enthusiasm of the English 
people and of turning it to commercial 
profit. Sir Nevile Lubbock was the 
individual who made an impression on the 
Prime Minister, because on 26th J une, 1902, 
the right hon. Gentleman said that— 

“‘ Tf it were not, in effect, for the case of the West 
Indies, there was no conceivable reason why we 
should not allow the foreigner to tax himself for 
the sake of our consumer.” 


That was said in the pre-tariff reform 
epoch. That was before ‘‘ Economic 
Notes on Insular Free Trade” was pub- 
lished. His purpose in alluding to that 
was not to revive that greater contro- 
versy, but to show how absolutely the 
ease for our joining the Convention was 
based upon the need of the West Indies. 
The facts were patent to the House. It 
was a very remarkable fact thut, while 
other kinds of sugar had been artificially 
raised in price, the one class of sugar the 
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' Government desired to raise in price, and 
for which they embarked on this legisl.- 
tion, was the one class in the whole of the 
| sugar market which had not responded to 
the new conditions. There had, in fact, 
been a collapse in the West India trade; 
the importations from thence during the 
period covered by the Convention had 
fallen off in value and tonnage. The 
West Indies were given £250,000 to help 
them until the Convention came to their 
relief, but the prospects for the West 
Indies were as dark as ever they had been, 
and it was a melancholy comment on the 
‘recent policy to find the Colonies now 
pinning their faith to the fiscal policy of 
the Member for West Birmingham, and 
the hope of an arrangement such as that 
, between the United States and Cuba. 
That right hon. Gentleman had been a 
Minister of many policies, but this was a 
policy in which he had had absolutely his 
own way; it was pressed by him on anin- 
different or a reluctant Cabinet, and 
forced by every measure of arbitrary 
pressure through distrustful and 
even contemptuous House of Com- 
mons. The Goverment had put a 
considerable strain on their faithful 
followers; no Government ever had 
followers more faithful, no Government 
ever pave such opportuinie:2s for the dis- 
play ofloyalty. He was bound to say there 
was something about the vote of this 
majority that reminded him of the 
machine-made majorities of the United 
States rather than the reasoned, indepen- 
dent assent of the House of Commons. 
, The majority that registered its approval 
_ of the Army Corps scheme, that registered 
its approval of Chinese labour, and regis- 
tered its disapproval of the free-trade Re- 
solution would, no doubt. set its seal of 
sanction once more on the Sugar Conven- 
, tion. But the story would not end there. 


a 


where the 
had i been 
and the 


Here was a_ case 

‘Member for Birmingham 
able to have his own way, 
‘results were before the country. 
What were those results? The 
price of an essential article of food, a 
matter of comfort and health, and the raw 
materials of many industries, by the 
deliberate intervention of the Govern- 
ment, had been unnecessarily enhanced. 


It had been put up in England, and it 
had been put down on the Continent of 
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Europe. At home the trades which de- 
pended on sugar had been depressed 
while abroad they had been exalted. 
They were more than ever in the power 
of the Continental producer. and they had 
abandoned their right of buying in the 
markets of the world. A very large pro- 
portion of the countries of the world were 
prohibited from trading with them by this 


{‘onvention. and they hadembroiledthem- - 


selves ina tariff dispute with Russia. They 
had set up a complicated and vexatious 
machinery which they had hoped they 
had given up for ever. Meanwhile the 
West Indies were worse off than ever they 
were before, for they were now in a miser- 
able condition. and they had no guarantee 
that the House would not be presented 
with other demands of the kind of which 
this House had already had sufficient 
experience. As free-traders they deplored 
most of all that through the agency of 
this Convention another turn of the screw 
had been given to increase the price of 
‘ood. Lastly. no restrictions had been 
placed on the supply of manufactured 
coods from abroad. Perhaps it was a 
cood thing. that in view of the circum- 
stances of a political situation that was 
known to all. and on the eve of a great 
departure of policy, they should have 
provided for the country this object 
lesson of Ministerial ineptitude. He hoped 
they should have opportunities to refer to 
it in this session. or in the next session of 
this Parliament, or in the next Parliament 
or in the interval between the two Parlia- 
ments; but in the meantime he thought it 
should be nailed to the parish pump as a 
warning to tariff meddlers, tariff mongers, 
and tariff mucdlers of all denominations. 

Mr. | GERALD?; BALFOUR +25, The 
hon. Member for} Oldham has just 
delivered a humorous speech,’ and 
perhaps he will excuse me if I refuse to 
regard it as a serious contribution to the 
debate. So far as the hon. Member for 
Oldham has used any arguments against 
the Government they are the same argu- 
ments as those which have been used by 
the hon. Member who initiated this de- 
bite. It is therefore to the speech of the 
hon. Member for Islington that I prefer to 
turn if I am to understand rightly the 
case that is to be made against the Con- 
vention. This Resolution consists of two 
parts, and it reflects upon the Permanent 
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Commission and upon the British repre- 
sentatives upon that Commission. The 
substantive Resolution declares that the 
Convention has failed in its object and— 

“That the decisions of the Permanent Com- 
mission of the Brussels Sugar Convention have 
operated so as to inflict grave injury on the 
manufacturers of sugared products in the 
United Kingdom as compared with their 
foreign rivals,” 


I shall referto the two branches of that 
Motion later; but I wish to point out 
that the statement that the proceedings 
of the Permanent Commission are con- 
ducted in secret and that it gives no 
account of its labours is incorrect. A 
report has already been presented to the 
House. As a matter of fact the short- 
hand notes of the proceedings of the 
July meeting are to be seen in the 
Library at this moment. The hon. 
Member knew periectly well that no 
report of the proceedings in October had 
vet been issued because some of the most 
important of the subjects discussed have 
not yet been finally dealt with. The 
hon. Member, not content with attack- 
ing the Permanent Commission, has 
attacked the British representatives on 
that Commission. I have always thought 
that it was a good rule of the House 
that the agent of the Government should 
not be attacked, but rather the Govern- 
ment itself. The Government are pre- 
pared to accept full responsibility for 
Sir Henry Bergne’s acts. The hon. 
Member has attacked a statement of 
mine with respect to the amount of sugar 
imported from Russia in the year 1902. 
I have stated that the amount in value 
is only £2,000, but the hon. Member told 
the House that it amounted to between 
£800,000 and £1,000,000. When asked 
for his authority for that statement the 
hon. Member said he had been making 
inquires. 


*Mr. LOUGH said he had obtained the 
figures from a book which he held in his 
hand. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Then the 
only authority which the hon. Member 
has is avowedly a partisan pamphlet. 


*Mr. LOUGH said he 
authorities. 


had many 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I should 
like to have those authorities. I will 
state to the House the results of my own 
inquiries into this matter. 
the Russian statement of the exports 
from Russia in the year 1901, because 


we have not got the Russian statement | 


for a later date. According to that state- 
ment the total amount exported from 
Russia to all destinations in 1901 was 
126,000 tons. Of that total only 700 tons 
vere sent to the United Kindgom. That 


is the statement given by Russia her- 
self of Russian exports. We have not 
vet got the detailed figures for the 
ollowing years, but I can give the 
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I will take | 


amount to Germany and the United | 


Kingdom for 1902, 
sent to the United Kingdom was 1,000 
tons. 
the accuracy which has characterised the 
statements of the hon. Member for Isling- 
ton. Then the hon. Member told us that 
the sugar refiners are not satisfied, and 
read a letter from Mr. Martin, the Secre- 
tary of the Sugar Refiners’ Association. 
It would be strange indeed if nothing 


could be said against an international 
instrument of this kind, but I am 


iuthorized ty Mr. Martin to say that the 
sugar refiners are satisfied with the work- 
ing otythe Convention » bam ad 
The, hon. Member for Islington raised 
seven points, and said at the end of his 
speech that perhaps he had not 
made good those seven points. That 
is the only part of the hon. Member’s 
speech with which I[ heartily agree. I 
did not think that the hon. Member has 
made good those seven points, or any one 
them. The Resolution states that— 
“The decisions of the Permanent Commission 
of the Brussels Sugar Convention have operated 


so as to inflict grave injury on the manufacturers | 
‘f sugared products in the United Kingdom as 
compared with their foreign rivals, and that | 


the Convention has failed to confer the antici- 
pated benetits on the West Indies.” 


Now let me look at these two pro- 
positions for a brief period. 
thing I have to observe that 
nobody except the hon. Member for 
Islington and the hon. Member for Oldham 
could have imagined that, within six 
wonths, it would be possible to form a 


1S 


In 1902 the amount | 


[ think that is a fair example of | 
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the last year. The right hon. Gentleman, 
the Leader of the Opposition, also used 
‘this argument to prove the uselessness 
of the Convention at an earlier period of 
this session. As a matter of fact exam- 
ination shows that, while there was « 
reduction during the period preceding 
| the coming into operation of the Conven 
| tion, there has been a steady increase cf 
/exports since that event. I do not 
profess to attach much importance to that, 
| but if it i; a good argument to say that 
eight months preceding the Convention 
|there was a reduction; it is an equally 
good argument to say that after the 
Convention actually came into operation 
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, those imports increased. 


*Mr. LOUGH said that the comparison 
he made was for 1901, 1902, and 1903, 
and the right hon. Gentleman should not 
accuse the Leader of the Opposition noi 
anyone else unless he could upset the 
figures. 

BALFOUR: These 


Mr. GERALD 


| were the words used by the right hon. 


The first | 


Gentleman, the Leader of the Opposition, 
on the first day of the session— 

“In the first place it was hoped that the 
Sugar Convention would help the West Indies, 
but the imports have fallen by nearly one half.” 


It is perfectly true that the imports dur- 
ing the year have fallen, but the imports 
| since the Convention came into effect as 
|compared with the previous years have 
increased. [An Hon. MemBer: Do 
you include January?] No, but by 
including January the result is more 
favourable. The hon. Member for Devon- 
/port referred to a fall in the price oi 
| sugar from the West Indies and I asked 
him what the Convention had to do with 
| that fall so far as it had occurred. The 
hon. Member answered my ()uestion by 
asking me another Question, but I 
| observed that under the cover of that 
other Question he never answered my 
Question. I do not think it can be shown 
that the fall which has occurred has any 
relation to the Convention whatever. I 
‘rather fancy that the hon. Member was 
| referring to the brown West Indian sugar, 
jand it is perfectly true that during the 
}month of February the price of that 


fair estimate of the effect of this Conven- | sugar has fallen to 7s. 3d., but if you go 
tion. It is said that exports from the West | back to 3lst December you will find that 
Indies have positively diminished within at that time it commanded a price oi 
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8s. 114d. The truth is that these tem- {very much importance. to show that 
porary fluctuations in the market are | the sugar exports from this country have 


often very difficult to explain. 


*Mr. KEARLEY said his point was to | 


draw a comparison between the relative 
values of West Indian sugar as against 
beet sugar for a certain period, and he 
pointed out that two years ago it was 
26 per cent. higher and it had now fallen 
considerably below that. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think the hon. Member has made 
his point very much clearer. It 
is. impossible to draw any just con- 


clusion from the price on a particular | 


day without a careful examination of the 
surrounding circumstances. The hon. 
Member for Oldham has referred to 
matters which have nothing whatever to 
do with the Convention, as, for example, 
the arrangements between Cuba and the 
United States. His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment knew perfectly well, when they con- 
templated the Convention, that some 
such arrangement as that respecting 
Cuba was threatened, and that afforded 
an additional reason for theiraction. As 
regards the other arguments used by the 
hon, Member for Oldham, according to 
his view, and the view of his hon. friends 
opposite, a bounty goes entirely to the 
advantage of the consumer. If that is 
really so the result of this Convention 
should be that neither an advantage or a 
disadvantage will be given and we shall 
be exactly where we were before. I will 
leave it to my hon. friend the Member 
for Oldham to consider, if a countervailing 
duty goes entirely to the advantage of 
the consumer, what difference does this 
make to the West Indies? If this is not 
so it appears tome that one of the 
favourite arguments used by the hon. 
Member for Oldham and his friends 
entirely breaks down. 


The Resolution also declares that 
the decisions of the Permanent Com- 
mission have inflicted grave injury 
on the manufacturers of sugared pro- 
ducts in the United Kingdom. Where 
is the evidence of this injury? I have 
listened in vain for any figures to prove 
it. Thehon. Member did quote a partisan 
pamphlet, to which he appears to attach 


Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


| diminished and that the imports have 
increased. It is true that the exports 
fell off in 1903 as compared with 1902 
from £846,000 to £802,000 ; but here, 
again, it is never safe to take a single 
year or even a few years. I ask hon. 
Members to go back to 1901, when it will 
be found that the exports of sugar goods 
from this country were £749,000, and 
therefore since the year 1901 there 
has been an increase to £802,000. There 
is surely nothing very alarming in those 
figures. The hon. Memter referred to 
cocoa and chocolate, and said that there 
had been a fall in 1901 from £197,000 to 
£129,000. The figures for 1903 have risen 
from £129,000 to £141,000. The hon. 
Member for Oldham said that the Con- 
vention had been influencing — the 
sugar world since March, 1902. _ It 
is remarkable that while there has been 
the shadow of this Convention over 
the sugar market in those years, 102 
and 1903 have shown the Jowest average 
price in the history of the sugar industry. 
[An Hon. Member: The average 
price.]| Yes, the average price and the 
lowest price, too. What I say is equally 
true of refined and unrefined sugar. ‘The 
average import price of refined sugar in 
1902 and 1903 has practically stood at the 
same figure, being 10s. 74d. in one case and 
10s 84d in the other. There has hardly 
been any rise or fall, but the price is 
lower than has ever been known before. 
There has teen a rise in price between 
1902 and 1903 from 7s. 7}d. to &s. Ojd. 
There has been in the case of refined 
sugar since September last a rise of some- 
thing like 10d., but since the end of the 
year a fall of 34d., making altogether a 
rise of price of less than 7d. But here, 
again, if we wish to realise the significance 
of the figures we must compare other 
years, and in 1902 the rise in price 
between September and December was 
almost the same as in the year 103. 
Taking the monthly average of prices in 
January, they cannot be said to be alarm- 
ing. As to actual prices I will make a 
comparison with the year previous to the 
time the Convention was made. I take 
1901, and in January of that year the 
price of refined sugar was 12s. 7}d., whilst 
in 194it was 11s. 13d., or less by nearly 
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ls. 6d. The price of unrefined sugar in 
January, 1901, was 10s. 3d.andinJanuary, 
1904, 8s. 1l}d. I think the House will 
admit that these prices cannot be 
said to have inflicted much injury. 
The confectioners are, in fact, crying out 
before they are hurt. No injury has 
been shown, or can be shown to have 
been done to them by the Convention. 
The complaints refer not to any injury 
already inflicted, but to a possible and pro- 
spective injury arising from the fact that 
the Permanent Commission has decided, 
contrary to the opinion of the Govern- 
ment as to the true interpretation of the 
Convention, that Article 3, which limits 
the surtax on sugar, does not apply in 
the case of sugared goods. I admit that 
it isa great disappointment to find that 
in this matter the Commission has not 
tiken the view which I still think the 
correct one, namely, that Article 3 does 
upply, and that the real meaning of the 
Convention is that there should be no 
vreater surtax on sugared goods than upon 
sugar. We do not consider that the 
question of the surtax is by any means 
The decision of the Commission | 
leaves Article 1 of the Convention abso- 
lutely untouched, and when the Commis- 
sion meet again, in a week’s time, it will 
be the business of our representative to 
require a clear statement as to the scope | 
ind effect of Article 1, having regard to | 

3. The subject | 








closed. 


the decision on Article 3. 
is still sw) jwlice and under discussion, 
und if the interpretation put by the Com- | 
mission on Article 1 should render it 
possible for the contracting States to give 
what bounty they please on the sugared 
product itself, apart from the sugar con- 
tained init, a grave situation will arise, 
necessitating such steps as may be re- 
quired in order to provide a suitable and 
adequate remedy. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Itis quite unnecessary 
ior me to say anything upon the general 
question afterthe most masterly exposition 
of the present state of affairs by my two 
hon. friends behind me, and the brilliant 
speech of the hon. Member for Oldham. 
The first part of that speech was the 
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most sustained piece of irony I have ever 
heard in the House of Commons. My | 
lon. friends have asked in a Very pointed 
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manner of the Government what benefit 
has come to any cne from this Con- 
vention. Acts of Parliament are passed 
not for the purpose of avoidinz 
doing mischief to someone, but 
for the purpose of doing actual 
benefit to someone. It has been 
abundantly proved by the speeches of 
my hon. friends that damage has been 
done by this policy, but no attempt has 
been made to show that anyone has 
gained anything from it. But I wish 
particularly to direct attention to the 
position of the House in this matter. 
My hon. friend the Member for Islington 
said we might demand a change in our 
representation on the Commission at 
Brussels. I doubt whether that would have 
any effect. The truth is that we are in 
this position, that it is out of our power 


'to alter the substance or to modify the 
| working of the Convention in any respects. 


We are tied and bound helplessly. The 
most we could do would be to suggest to 
the Government that they should suggest 
to our representation on the Commission 
that he should suggest to his eleven 
colleagues—all of whom represent States 
which are our competitors and adverse to 
us in policy—that they should assent to 
some little modification being made in the 
working of the Convention. That is the 


| whole extent of the power of the House 


in the matter. Itis an excellent illustration 
of the way in which fiscal reform and 
Parliamentary control come into collision. 
I have looked up the historical pamphlet 
which caused the break up of the Cabinet 


| and find it asserted there that, as regards 


our fiscal policy “ what is fundamental is 


| that our liberty should be recovered. ’ 


One feels inciined to say “O liberty, what 
political crimes are committed in thy 
name.” 3y this policy you deprive the 
House of Commons of its freedom of 
control and the country of its freedom of 
trade. I think the Sugar Convention isa 
most useful object lesson at the present 
juncture of affairs. It shows the worth- 
lessness of the rampart which it was 
proposed to erect against foreign dumping. 
The debate will also show the country 
that this policy of retaliation, or what the 
retaliators call the resuming of the 
liberty of negotiation, means a very 
different thing after the negotiations are 
concluded ; and I trust that when the 
effects of the Convention are realised by 
the country its determination will le 
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strengthened to take no step on the path 
which they have been asked to tread. 


Mr. WALTER PALMER (Salisbury) 
said he had listened carefully to the 
speeches of the hon. Member for Isling- 
ton, the hon. Membe rfor Devonport, and 
the hon. Member for Oldham, and not one 
practical instance dealing with the first 
part of the Motion had been given by 
them. It was all very well for the hon. 
Member for Oldham to come down to this 
House and make speeches for the amuse- 
ment of the other side, but this was a 
very serious question, and it was because 
he recognised the seriousness of it that he 
wished to raise his voice against some of 
the statements made by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, and to say that he entirely dis- 
agreed with many of their arguments. 
He stated the grounds of his disagreement 
last year, and most of the arguments ad- 
vanced by the hon. Member for Islington 
were the same as those which were con- 
tained in his speech of a year ago at 
Birmingham. The fact that important 
trades in this country which were 
interested, were not represented on the 
Brussels Convention was a matter which 
might be more favourably dealt with by 
the Government. But he entirely dis- 
agreed with the junior Member for 
Oldham, and thought the time had come 
when retaliation ought to be resorted to 
by this country. Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite had not made out their case, 
particularly in regard to the consumer in 
this country, who, he thought, would not 
suffer. He maintained that the Conven- 
tion had secured us freedom, so that in 
future we should not be ruled by cartels 


on the Continent. He believed that 
thereby the production of cane sugar 


would gradually be increased. 


*Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) 
said it had been stated without contradie- 
tion that the real originator and author of 
this Convention was the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Birmingham. 
He should like to read to the House what 
the ex-Colonial Secretary said nineteen 
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years ago in the year 1885 upon this 
question— 

“ Really the sugar question is about as strony 
as any we can have. I would as soon fight this 
fair-trade humbug upon sugar as upon any other 
thing. I know something about the Workmen’s 
Association for the abolition of the Sugar 
Bounties—I have met the gentleman before. It 
is a sham association, with precious few work 
men about it. It is got up and paid for by a 
few West Indian planters who want to make a 
profit out of an increased price of sugar. Ah! 
I have great sympathy with any real movement 
on the part of the working classes, but I have no 
sympathy at all with those who sell themselves 
to an agitation of this kind. Well, I have no 
doubt my constituents will know how to deal 
with them when they come. The only argu 
ments they have got which is worth a moment’s 
consideration is this: they say that cheap suga: 
has thrown out of employment a number of 
decent, industrious working men who 
engaged in the refinery trade, and they ask you, 
the whole population of the country, to submit 
to an additional charge for your sugar in orde 
that these poor fellows inay be set to work agair 
The claim upon you to submit to a great 
sacrifice, to raise the price of every cup of tea 
you drink, of almost every article of consumption 

for sugar enters into almost the whole con- 

sumption of your household—this claim, made 
by these eighteen-penny working men, is not 
made on behalf of the working classes, but it 
made in order that the few West Indian planter 
may double their fortunes rather quicker than 
they otherwise would do.” 
It might be said that anyone was at 
liberty to change his opinions, but facts 
and principles did not change, and the 
facts and principles of this question were 
the same to-day as they werein 1885. It 
was the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Birmingham and his friends 
who had changed, including the Member 
for the Bordesley Division, who, after « 
life-long devotion to free trade, had 
suddenly discovered that he had been 
worshipping a hollow idol all his life and 
that our system of free imports was ‘as 
dead as Queen Anne.” Well may they 
say, Tempora mutantur, nos et mutamui 
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Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 162; Noes 
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Cochrane, 
Collings, R 
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Dyke,’ Rt. Hn.Sir}William Hart 
Egerton,’ Hon. A.’de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants., W. 
Fielden,: Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fitzroy,{Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery,’ Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry} William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S. W 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs,§Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. E. (T’r Hamlets) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronaid 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton,Marq of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, James (Staffords., N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Howard, Jn. (Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks., N. R.) 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Jos. (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 


Adjournment 


{COMMONS} 


of the House. 


Lawson,'Jn. G. (Yorks., N. R.) Robertson, Herbert (Hackney } 


Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col]. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Lucas, Col. Francis’( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. ) 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moore, William 

Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Roberé 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy f 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James” 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M.W.(Stalybridge) 
Ridley, S.Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel! (Sheffield) 


Robinson, Brooke 

Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool!) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thomas Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, James Parker (Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John'M, 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hediey 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester, 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.Sir C.E.H(Sheff’ld 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir WilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.{H 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland Hood 
and Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes, 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve o’clock 
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APPENDIX I. 


STATEMENT EXPLANATORY OF NAVY ESTIMATES 1904-5. 


The Estimates for 1904-5 amount to £36,889,000 as opposed to £34,457,000 for 
the current year. More than half of this increase is accounted for by the fact that 
it is proposed to pay the whole balance still due on the Ist April in respect of the 
two recently-purchased battleships, formerly belonging to Chile, and to provide 
che ammunition for them, during the next financial year. 

The rest is due to the expansion of the Fleet, affecting the charge for mat/riel and 
stores in Votes 8 and 9, and that for the personne! especially in Votes 1 and 2 and 7; 
the increase also to the pay of the Army necessitates a corresponding increase to 
that of the Royal Marines in Votes 1 and 2; in Vote 10 there is a further large increase 
for interest and sinking fund in respect of the Naval Works Loan Acts. 

[he Board of Admiralty are well aware that the charge they are asking Parlia- 
ment to sanction is a heavy one, but Parliament must remember how heavy is the 
responsibility cast by it on the Board of providing the country with a Navy strong 
enough to sustain a struggle with the navies of any two Powers, and also strong 
enough to ensure reasonable security to its vast sea-borne trade and to the food supply 
of the people. 

The Board ask for nothing which they do not believe to be necessary for this pur- 
pose. They have avoided, and will avoid, giving any stimulus to the expansion of 
armaments by the formulation of large programmes of construction, but when such 
programmes are adopted by other Powers, they have no choice but to take them into 
account in framing their own shipbuilding policy. 

Administration. 

The distribution of work between the members of the Board of Admiralty has 
been modified with a view to simplification and to the further consolidation under 
each member of the Board of a definite sphere of work. The Senior Naval Lord 
remains as hitherto responsible for advice on naval policy, for the distribution and 
war organisation of the Fleet, and for its general discipline and efficiency ; the Second 
Naval Lord is responsible for the personnel, the Controller for the mat/riel, and the 
Junior Naval Lord for the supply of stores and the organisation of transport ; the 
Civil Lord is responsible for the Works Department; the Financial Secretary is re- 
sponsible for the finance, and the Secretary for correspondence and the management 
of the Office. 

The staff of the Naval Ordnance Department has been strengthened by che addition 
of an officer of the Roval Marine Artillery and additional writers. 

The staff of the Naval Intelligence Department has been increased by an additional 
Naval Attaché, of whom there are now six, stationed respectively at Paris, Berlin, 
St. Petersburg, Rome, Washington, and Tokio: by a Commander and three Lieu- 
tenants.* Roval Navy, by an Engineer Commander, Roval Navy, by a Lieutenant- 
Colone! and Major, Royal Marines, and by four Civil Servants. This Department, 
the work of which is distributed between four divisions—mobilisation, war, foreign, 
and trade—-is, as I have stated in previous Memoranda, steadily developing. 

It must, however, be borne in mind that, whereas map-making is one of the prin- 
cipal functions of a Military Intelligence Department, the very important and respon- 
sible work of making and correcting charts for the Navy ts in the system of the Admir- 
alty entrusted to a special Department, that of the Hydrographer, and that the 
work of that officer in all that relates to the preparation of the Navy for war is co- 
ordinated with that of the Director of Naval Intelligence by the real chief of the Naval 
Intelligence Department, the Senior Naval Lord himself. 

The administrative changes repoited in previous years are all working smoothly 
and well. 
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Personnel. 

Two years ago | recognised my special responsibility for devising a remedy for 
the future for the absence from the Flag List of a due proportion of younger officers. 
and last year I was able to announce that the Committee presided over by Lord 
Goschen, which had been appointed to assist the Admiralty in the complicated and 
difficult question of the promotion and retirement of officers, had sent in its Report. 
That Report has since been dealt with bv the Board, and the principal recommenda- 
tions made by them, whick have received His Majsety’s approval by Order in Council, 
affect the Regulations as follows :— 

Admirals of the Fleet will, as at present, be retired at the age of seventy. Admirals 
and Vice-Admirals will be retired at the age of sixty-five, or at any age so soon as 
five years have elapsed since they las: served as Flag Officers. Vice-Admirals are 
to be retired on attaining the rank of Admiral, if they have not been employed as 
Vice-Admiral, as at present. Rear Admirals are to be retired at the age of sixty 
or at any age so soon as chree and a half vears have elapsed since they last served as 
Rear Admiral, or, if they have not served as Rear Admiral, so soon as three and a 
half years have elapsed since their promotion to the rank of Rear Admiral, or five 
vears since their last service as Captain has ceased. Flag Officers who have not 
hoisted their flags will be retired at the age of sixty. 

Captains are to be retired at the age of fifty-five, or at anv age if three vears have 
elapsed since they last served as Captain, or, if they have not served as Captain, so 
soon as three vears have elapsed since their promotion to the rank of Captain. 

Commanders are to be retired at the age of fifty, or at anv age if three years hav: 
elapsed since they last served as Commander, or, if they have not served as Commander, 
since their service as Lieutenant ceased. 

Lieutenants are to be retired at the age of forty-five, or at anv age if three vears 
have elapsed since they last served as Lieutenant, or, if they have noc served as Lieu- 
tenants, since their last service as Sub-Lieutenant ceased, 

Flag Officers. Cap*ains, and Commanders are to be allowed to retire at any age 
at the discretion of the Admiralty on the scale of retired pay provided by the Regula- 
tions. In connection with this provision, certain improvements are to be effected 
in respect of the scale of retired pay for Captains. 

The size of the Flag List has been fixed at ninety-two. 

These Regulations began to take effect from the 8th December, 1903, the date ot 
His Majesty’s Order in Council. 

The general effect of chese changes should be materially to increase the flow oi 
promotion, but they will not, of course, affect any officer in respect of the rank in 
which he is now serving. An officer will, however, begin to be affected by them 
directly he is promoted to a rank higher than that which he at present holds. The 
effect of these changes on the average age of officers on the Flag List cannot be immedi- 
ately operative, but in a few vears they should insure that those Lieutenants and 
Commanders who, through their exceptional merit, receive promotion at a compara 
tively early age will, when thev pass on to the Flag List, form a constant and large 
proportion of vounger Flag Officers than are at present to be found there. 

It will be noticed at once that it is not proposed to change the present rule by which 
promotion from the Captains’ List to the Flag List is by seniority and not by selection. 
The present system works well, and, in my opinion, a better cannot be devised so 
long as the principle of selection, although not applied to the promotion of Flag Officers, 
‘s applied rigorously to their employment. The question to be considered in respec: 
of each vacancy must be which is the Flag Officer most fitted to fill the appointment. 
I have great svmpathy for those officers who find themselves passed over by che 
application of this system, but the larger the Flag List the !ess difficult will be the 
position of such officers, and the good of the Service is the only thing which can be 
considered. It cannot in any way be reckoned a reflection on an officer that he should 


* To be appointed shortly, as soon as available. 
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APPENDIX I. 
be passed over, the number of possible appointments being smaller than the number 
of officers on the Flag List. 
It must always be remembered that the reserve powers in the hands of the Board 
are ample. In the first place, the undoubted right is reserved to the Crown to select 
any Captain to be a Flag Officer by Order in Council quite imespectively of his place 


| ou the Captains’ List. In the second place, the Board have full discretion as to the 


employment of Commodores of the first and second class, and the Regulations defin- 
ing their status and authority are well known. It is not, however, so generally known 
that by the Order in Council of the 21st November 1855, in response to the Memorial 
the Board of Admiralty of the 19th November of the same year, the Board possess 
full power to confer on any Naval Officer temporary or local rank, and that a Captain, 
eing granted the temporary or local rank of Rear Admiral under this Order in Council 
would enjoy the same authority, pore emoluments, profits, and advantages, 
all respects as if he held such rank by the ordinary course of promotion in the Navy. 
The reason why this reserve power of the Board of Admiralty has not been more 
widely known is that, by some error in editing, this Order in Council was headed 
the published book of Orders in Council by the words ‘ Flag Officers,’ and has 
cordingly been held hitherto to confer on the Admiralty only the power of giving 
he temporary or local rank of Admiral to a Vice-Admiral or of Vice-Admiral to a 
Rear Admiral. In the original document, however, no such heading appears, and 
there is no doubt that the real scope of the Order in Council is as I have stated. 


The War Course at Greenwich has continued its work with ever-izcreasing value 
the Service. It has been settled that henceforward two complete courses will be 
eld in each vear so as to minimise as much as possible the risk of an officer having 
0 go to sea before his course is completed. A short course has also been established 
Flag Officers, a commencement from which developments will undoubtedly ensue. 


Che question of the relative ranks of the officers of the Engineer, Medical, and 

ountant branches, has, I hope, been satisfactorily settled. It must be remembered 

it whereas all officers of these branches (except in cases of misconduct or ineffi- 

iencv) receive promotion in course of time, only a proportion of Lieutenants can 

become Commanders, It is, therefore, not unjust that the average age of officers 

he Engineer, Medical, and Accountant branches of the relative rank of Lieutenant 
siould be somewhat higher than the average ave of the Lieuntenants themselves. 


\ 


scheme has been adopted both in connexion with the Medical branch and with 

e Chaplains of the Navy, by which young surgeons and young clergymen, who may 

ot desire co make the Navy their agrees sphere of work, may join it for four 

or tive vears, at the end of which time they may either join the Service permanently 

the discretion of che Admiralty, or aa it with a substantial gratuicv. There 

is no invention of substituting temporary Chaplains or temporary Surgeons for the 

permanent service, but it is hoped that the permanent service may acquire a valuable 

supplement from a class of professional men who might not otherwise have joined it. 

\s the scheme has only just come into operation it is too soon to say whether it is 
going to succeed. 





Since my last Memorandum was issued, Professor J. A. Ewing, F.R.S., late Pro- 
fessor of Applied Mechanics in the University of Cambridge, has been appointed 
Director of Naval Education and Vice-Chairman of the Council of Naval Education. 
The scheme of entry and training of naval cadets has had the advantage of his super- 
vision almost from the commencement, and it has been inaugurated at the New Royal 
Naval College at Osborne under excellent auspices. The greavese credic is due io all 
those who were responsible for the fact that, within nine months from the approval 
of the new scheme of entry and training, complete accommodation for nearly eighty 
cadets had been provided at Osborne, the staff had been appointed, and the cadets 


hemselves were under training. 


+ 





The Board of Admiralty are glad to take this opportunity of expressing their warm 
wknowledgements to H.M. Office of Works for their assistance in the matter 
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am laving before Parliament, as a separate paper, the Reports of the first two 
Committees of Inspection which have assisted me in selecting candidates for nomi- 
nation under the new scheme. The plan has been worked with scrupulous fairness 
and has proved to be a complete success. 


_ 


The gunnery of the Fleet continues steadily to improve. 


During the vear the changes in the system of training of the boys and men and 
officers of the Fleet have been matured and finally settled. 


The boys in the training ships will no longer receive any instruction which is solely 
applicable to the management of sailing ships. and in place of the training they have 
hitherto received on masts and yards there has been substituted a more extensive 
training in gunnery and an elementary training in mechanical and stokehold work. 
The entry and training of boy artificers is proceeding satisfactorily. 


The pav of the signalling ratings has been so improved that there is now no dearth 
of candidates. Proticiency in the use of mechanical tools and in stokehold work 
will in future form part of the examination for the rating of able seaman, and the 
course of training of ordinary seamen has been readjusted accordingly. A complete 
system of physical and gymnastic training has been introduced into the Fleet, and 
a new scheme for che training and organisation of naval bands has been promulgated 
and the work has commenced. 


The system under which the gunnery and torpedo ratings and the gunnery and 
torpedo officers have been selected and trained has been readjusted and to a large 
extent reorganised. 


In respect of the gunnery ratings. the object in view has been to reserve the gunnery 
schools for the higher gunnery ratings only, and to insure that the general gunnery 
training of the Fleet shall be carried on continuously in the ships at sea and in t] 
naval barracks at the home ports. 


1e 


In respect of the gunnery officers, the grades have been reairanged into three classes 
of which the highest only will receive the training of scientific artillerists. The instruc- 
tion of the other grades will be mainly practical. The training of navigating officers 
has been reorganised, and the Mercury set apart as a special instructional ship for the 
purpose. The Board have now under consideration a scheme for increasing the 
number of interpreters and the facilities and inducements to officers of the Navy of 
all branches and of the Royal Marines for attaining proficiency in foreign languages. 

The numbers voted for the current vear were 127,000 officers and men active service 
ratings. Recruiting has been very satisfactory. 

The increase proposed for next vear is 4.000. and it will consist of the following 
ratings and ranks :— 


Officers - : : : : - “ : , : . 100 
Warrant Officers : : - ; : : : ; { 
Seamen - - . . - - - - - - - 2.437 
Artisans, ete. - - ‘ i . a ; ‘ ‘ {() 
Electricians - . - a s - » ‘ 95 
Stokers . - . . : . . 7 : - 1.300 
Ratings raised in Australia and New Zealand - - - - - $0) 
Marines (Naval Bands) — - . , 2 : “ 7 “ - 850 
Less reduction of— 5.456 
Bovs : . . . . . - 1°40 
Miscellaneous - : : P - 216 
—_—— 1.456 


Total 
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During the last Session of Parliament an Act was passed enabling the Board of 
Admiralty to make ita condition of enlistment for non-continuous service that, after 
a limited period of service in the Fleet, the men so enlisted should join the Royal 
Fleet Reserve for the unexpired portion of twelve years. 


It is certain that the full number of 625 stokers and 375 seamen proposed by the 
Naval Reserves Committee will have been enlisted before the end of the present financial 
year, and it is proposed to include the same number of non-continuous service men 
in the increase of next vear. 


The Royal Fleet Reserve shows very satisfactory progress, and already numbers 
8,375 men. The Royal Naval Reserve is at length increasing in numbers, and six 
ships of the Apollo class have been established as sea-going drill-ships round the coast 
of Great Britain and Ireland. There has not been time to bring into operation all 
the recommendations of the Naval Reserves Committee in respect of the Roval Naval 
feserves generally, or of the new class of firemen, R.N.R., and engine-room artificers 
R.N.R., and of warrant engineers, R.N.R., but I look forward to great progress being 
made with these developments next year. In respect of the officers, a considerable 
addition to the establishment is contemplated, and increased care is to be taken in 
the selection of candidates for commissions. 


The Newfoundland branch of the Royal Naval Reserve is making steady progress ; 
and, now that the Parliaments of the Commonwealth and New Zealand have adopted 
the Naval Agreement. I hope that strong branches will shortly be established in 
Australia and New Zealand ; it is hoped also shortly to establish a branch at Malta. 


The Roval Naval Volunteer Reserve has made an excellent start both on the Thames 
and on the Clyde; in each case about 1,000 men have been enrolled. Negotiations 
are now in progress for the establishment of divisions on the Severn, on the Forth, 
on the Tay, on the Mersey, on the lower Thames, and on the east and south coast. 


Last vear [ was able to announce that the work of the Admiral Superintendent 
of Reserves had been entirely severed from the command of the Home Fleet. I 
have now to report that that officer has received the new designation of Admiral 
Commanding Coast Guard and Reserves, and his office has been reorganised on a 
strictly naval basis. Although he has no responsibility for command of a sea-going 
fleet. he holds a position analogous to that of a naval commander-in-chief at a home 
port with a naval stafffof his own and an office in London. Great Britain and Ireland 
have been divided into six Coast Guard districts, each under che command of a Captain 
living onshore, who is responsible to the AdmiralCommanding Coast Guard and Reserves 
or, in the case of the two Irish districts, to the Senior Officer on the coast of Ireland. 
The responsibility of the Admiral Commanding Coast Guard and Reserves includes 
the Roval Naval Reserve and the new Roval Naval Volunteer Reserve, in respect 
ot which last force he is assisted by an Admiralty Volunteer Committee of which 
Mr. C. E. H. Chadwyck-Healey, K. C., acts as chairman. 


Construction and Reconstruction and Repairs. 


All the money voted for the year 1903-4 will have been earned and spent by the 
31st March. The progress of the work has been satisfactory and it has been necessary 
also to ask Parlaiment to sanction a Supplementary Vote for 1,308,000/., of which 
sum, however, over half is on account of the first instalments of payment for the 
two battleships built for Chile which have been recently purchased. The amount 
proposed in the Estimates for 1904-5 for new construction is 11,654,176/., of which 
about one million is for the completion of the purchase of the battleships mentioned 
above, and 642,083/, will be devoted to the commencement of new ships. It had been 
the original intention of the Board, as announced in Parliament, to give out the three 
battleships of the 1903-4 programme to contract, and to commence in the dockyards 
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in April 1904 three battleships of the 1904-5 programme. The progress of the work 
in the dockyards towards the end of 1903 had, however, been so satisfactory that 
it became a matter of importance to commence new construction in them at as early 
a date as possible. It was decided, therefore, to reverse the procedure and instead 
of giving out the three battleships of the 1903-4 programme to contract to commence 
them in the dockyards. As the preparation of the new design had not then reached 
that stage of completion which would have enabled the ships to have been commenced 
at once, and as experience has shown that four sister ships form a unit possessed oi! 
great tactical and administrative convenience, it was further decided that these battle- 
ships should be of the same design as the King Edward VIT., bringing that class up 
to a homogeneous squadron of eight battleships or two divisions of four each. The 
three last battleships of this class will be called the Britannia, Hibernia, and Africa. 


In February last, in answer to a question in the House of Commons as to whether 
the Admiralty were prepared to purchase two battleships which were being constructed 
in England for the Chilean Government at a cost of 2,200,000/,, it was stated that the 
question had been considered by the Board, and that it was not proposed to purchase 
those ships. as not being suitable for their purpose. I desire to explain shortly the 
meaning of this reply, and che reasons why the Board have subsequently bought 
these ships. 


In principle it does not suit the Board to have in the Fleet one or two battleships 
of a special design. The tactical and administrative advantages of a homogeneous 
squadron are so great that the principle of modern building policy in respect of battle- 
ships is unquestionably to build in homogeneous squadrons. The application of such 
principle must, however, obviously be governed by the circumstances of the moment. 
and the price of a given ship. Under the circumstances which existed a year ago 
it did not seem to the Board advantageous to the country to invest 2,200,000/, in these 
ships, but under the circumstances of the present moment it did appear to them a 
good bargain for the country that they should be purchased for 1,875,000/, Thess 
ships have been re-named the Swiftsure and the Triumph. 


The battleships of the 1904-5 programme will be given out to contract, and will 
be the first ships of a new design, which will be known as the Lord Ne/son class. 


Between the Ist April 1903, and the Ist March 1904, inclusive, the following ships 
will have been completed, and passed into the Fleet Reserve :— 


6 Bati leships ssh 


Prince of Wale Se Cornwallis. 
(Queen. Dunean. 
Albemarle. Exmouth. 
9 Armoured Cruisers— 
Buryalus. Esser. 
Bedjord. Lancaster. 
Berwick. Monmouth. 
Cumberland, Suffolk. 


Donega’. 
1 Second Class Cruiser— 
Challenger. 
2 Sloops — 
Cadmus. Clio. 
3 Submarines. 
11 Destroyers. 
8 Torpedo Boats. 
1 Repairing Ship and 
1 Surveying Vessel (puichased). 
ty) 
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On Ist April 1904, there will be under construction :— 


8 Battleships. 23 Destroyers. 

13 Armoured Cruises. 11 Submarines. 

1 Second Class Cruiser. 1 River Gunboat, and a new Admiralty 
4 Third Class Cruisers. Yacht. 


8 Scouts. 


and it is expected that between che Ist April 1904, and the 31st March 1905, inclusive 
the following ships will have been completed and passed into the Fleet Reserve :— 


3 Battleships. 8 Destroyers. 
5 Armoured Cruisers. 10 Submarines. 
] Second Class Cruise } River Gunboat. and the New Yacht. 


4 Third Class Cruisers. 

It is proposed to commence during the financial vear 1904-5 :— 
2 Battleships. 14 Descroyets. 
4 Armoured Cruisers. 10 Submarines. 


The purchase of the two hattlesuips being built for Chile has necessarily modified 
the situation, and accordingly Parliament is asked to approve of the commencement 
ot two new battleships instead of three, and of their commencement in the autumn 
instead of in April as proposed last year. 


Steady progress has been made during the year with the policy of reconstruction, 
announced in my statement of two vears ago. By the 31st March nex. the work will 
have been completed in respect of the battleships Barfleur and Centurion, and of the 
hy ittleships of the Royal Sovereign class, except the Repulse, which is in hand, and the 
Hood, in which ship, owing to the different conditions of stability arising from the fact 
that she alone of the class possesses turrets, the Director of Naval Construction is not 
able to advise casemating the upper-deck 6-inch guns. The work has been completed 
on the Powerful and Terrible, and on the following 2nd class cruisers (Fleet ram class) : 


Furious. Arrogant. 
and Talbot elass 

Juno. Dido. 

Doris. Isis. 

Venus. 


During the vear 1904-5, it is expected that work on Gladiator and Vindictive (Fleet 
ram Class) and Eclipse, Diana, Talbot, Minerva (Talbot class) will be completed. 


The policy of completing in every respect in private yards the ships built in private 
vards, and of effecting repairs in private yards, has been wholly successful. 


In respect of the dockvards, I think it can fairly be stated that steps have been taken 
in the current vear which will greatly increase both their efficiency and the economy 
of their work. | Parliament has sanctioned a loan for the purpose of an electric installa- 
tion in all the dockyards which will completely furnish them both with light and power, 
and under a special sub-head HH. of Vote 8, Parliament is being asked to make a 
special provision in the years 1904-5 and 1905-6 in respect of dockyard machinery. 


There is at present a good deal of obsolete machinery in the yards ; the votes asked 
for in the two vears will enable the Board to get rid of all machinery that is out of date, 
and to complete the equipment of the yards with machinery of the newest and most 
economical type. 

The experiments with oil fuel have continued without a day’s intermission, and I 
think it can be accurately stated that in no country has greater attention been given 
to this subject or the experiments been more exhaustive. The progress has been slow 
but sure ; it is not a matter which can be hurried ; the great difficulties connected with 
the satisfactory use of oil in ships of war can only be overcome by patience and con- 
tinual experiment ; the experience gained with the Mars and Hannibal in the ( hannel 
Fleet with their cylindrical boilers has been utilised in respect of the Belleville boilers 
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of the Bedford, which has now been commissioned for service in the Channel Fleet. 
Simultaneously with the experiments in the use of oil fuel the question of its storage 
and supply is being carefully studied. 


Distribution of the Fleet. 


fhe Parliaments of the Commonwealth of Australia and of New Zealand have sane- 
tioned the proposals of the Colonial Conference of 1902, and the Australian Squadron 
will, as soon as possible, be constituted as described in the papers already laid before 
Parliament. 

The policy of composing the squadrons or divisions of squadrons of battleships in 
the Home, Channel, Mediterranean, and China Fleets of homogeneous classes of ships 
has been steadily adhered to. The Home Fleet will shortly be composed of four ships 
of the Royal Sovereign class and of a faster division consisting of two ships of the Duncan 
class and the two ships recently purchased. The Channel Fleet wil! contain eighi 
ships of the Majestic class ; and the Mediterranean Fleet will include eight ships of the 
Formidable class and four ships of the Duncan class. Jn the China Fleet there will be 
four battleships of the Canopus class. with the Centurion and the Barfleur. 

The Cruiser Squadron consists of two ships of the Drake class, and four of the Mon- 
mouth class. In addition two armoured cruisers are attached to each of the Home, 
Channel, Mediterranean, and China Fleets, and one to the Australian Squadron. 

The Commander-in-Chief of the Home Fleet has been given complete and continu- 
ous command of the Home destroyer flotillas, and an additional Rear Admiral has been 
appointed to the Mediterranean Fleet. 

I append the usual statement of the work done in the past vear by the various de- 
partments of the Admiralty. 

SELBORNE. 

1 February 1904. 





STATEMENT or WORK, 1903-4, &e. 
CHANGES IN THE CCMPOSITION OF FLEETS. 
Mediterranean. 


fhe most important changes have occurred in the Battleship Squadion. Great 
progress has been made in the direction of homogeneity by the substitution of the six* 
vessels of the Duncan class for the Canopus, Ramillies, Repulse, Renown, Cesar, and 
Victorious, vessels of no less than four different types. The J//ustrious will shortly be 
withdrawn without relief in order to form part of the enlarged Channel Fleet, and the 
Mediterranean Fleet will then consist of 12 ships representing only two different classes, 
in three divisions of four, with a Flag Officer at the head of each. 

The Second Class Cruisers Gladiator and Vindictive have been relieved by the Arro- 
gant and Furious, vessels of the same tvpe, but 1endeied more powerful by their recent 
re-armament. 

The Third Class Cruiser Mohawk has been detached temporarily for service on the 
Somali Coast. 

It is intended to effect a redistribution of the Torpedo Boats on the Station, the 
most modern boats being concentrated at Gibraltar, while the remainder are attached 
to Malia. 

The Leander has been reconstructed as a seagoing Depot Ship for Torpedo Boat 
Destroyers, and has proceeded to the Station in order to take up her new duties in 
conjunction with the Tyne. 

The Sailing Sloop Cruiser has been withdrawn from ducy as Training Ship for 

‘rdinary Seamen. 


* Two of these will shortly be transferred to the Home Fleet in place of the Benbow and 
Anson, and will be replaced in the Mediterranean by the Queen and Prince of Wales 
(Formidable class). The Fleet will thus be composed as stated on page 
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North America. 
The Hotspur is to be sold, and her place as Port Guard Ship at Bermuda is to be 
taken by the Rupert, a similar vessel, but considerably larger and fitted with more 
modern engines and guns. 


The North American Squadron is at present cruising in the West Indies in company 
with the C.uiser Squadron. 


It has recently been found necessary to detach the two sloops Fantome and Alert to 
patrol the Venezuelan Coast for the protection of British interests. 


South Atlantic. 

The new station, whose establishment was decided on in 1902-3, came into existence 
on August Ist. It includes the old South East Coast of America Station and the West 
Coast of Africa Division of the Cape of Good Hope Station. A detachment, composed of 
the Blanche, 31d Class Cruiser, the Beagle, sloop, and the shallow draft gunboats, Dwar/ 
and Thistle, was transferred to the new command from the Cape Station, and the 
Squadron has since been strengthened by the substitution of the 3rd Class Cruiser 
Tartar for the composite sloop Nymphe, and of the 2nd Class Cruiser Bri//iant for the 

lanche. The Flagship Cambrian, 2nd Class Cruiser, will shortly be relieved by the St. 
(reorge, a Ist Class Cruiser. 
Pacific. 
The squadron being considered too small to form a Rear-Admiral’s command, Rear- 


\dmiral A. K. Bickford, C.M.G., has been relieved by Commodore J. E. C. Goodrich, 
M.V.O. The Cruiser Amphion has been relieved by the Bonaventure. 


The Torpedo Boat Destrovers Virago and Sparrowhawk have been transferred to 
he China Station. 

On December 3rd the Flora ran ashore at Union Bay, British Columbia, but though 
it one time in a dangerous position, she was towed off and safely docked without 
suffering serious damage. 


( ‘ape. 


No change of any importance has been made in the Squadron except, as already 
stated. the transfer of four ships to reinforce the newly-created South Atlantic Station. 


Since Ist August 1903, the Station limits have included the Islands of Madagascar 
Mauricius, and Seychelles, which formerly lav within the limits of the East Indies 
command, but have been reduced by the transfer of the West Coast of Africa Division 
to the South Atlantic Station. 

East Indies. 

The agreement with the Indian Government for manning the Indian Harbour De- 
fences has now been determined, and the Assaye, First Class Torpedo Gunboat, the 
Torpedo Boats 101, 104, 105, and 106, have been withdrawn from Indian waters and 
have arrived in England. 


Operations have been conducted in conjunction with the Italian Squadron on the 
Station to prevent the smuggling of arms into Somaliland. 


H.M.S. Argonaut, while on her way back from China, was attached temporarily to 
the East Indies Station in order to form an escort for the Viceroy of India during his 
visit to the Persian Gulf. 


China. 

The Squardon has been reinforced by the Centurion, First Class Battleship ; and 
the Vengeance, First Class Battleship, has been transferred from the Mediterranean to 
the China Station, the Goliath, First Class Battleship, returning to England on reliet 
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by the Vengeance. The Argonaut, First Class Cruiser, has been relieved by the Arm- 
oured Cruiser Leviathan, and the First Class Cruiser Blenheim is shortly to be relieved 
by the First Class Cruiser Andromeda. The Second Class Cruiser Pique has been re- 
lieved by the Sirius, a ship of the same Class. With the addition of the Sparrowhawk 
and Virago (transferred from the Pacific Station) there are now nine Torpedo Boat 
Destroyers on the China Station, of which four are in Commission and five in Reserve 
at Hong Kong. The Wutine, Sloop, has been transferred to the Australian Station. 


Australia. 

The conclusion of the new Naval Agreement with Australia and New Zealand has 
necessitated considerable changes in the composition of the Squadron, some of which 
have already taken place, whilst others will be effected in the near future. Prior to the 
Agreement the Naval force on the Station consisted of one First Class Cruiser. eight 
Third Class Cruisers (including two in Reserve) one Sloop and four Gunboats (including 
one in Reserve). Under the new Agreement the Squadron is ultimately to comprise 
not less than one Armoured Cruiser, First Class, two Second Class Cruisers (including 
one in Reserve), four Third Class Cruisers (three being Drill Ships) and four Sloops. 
The three vessels used as Drill Ships and one other vessel will be manned by Colonials 
so far as procurable, and will be officered by Officers of the Royal Navy, supplemented 
by Officers of the Royal Naval Reserve. 

The three Third Class Cruisers Tauranga, Katoomba, and Mildura have been formalls 
commissioned as Drill Ships, and their Naval Crews will be reduced as Colonials enter : 
the place of the Katoomba as Guardship at Sydney being taken by the Wallaroo. Th 
Archer (Third Class Cruiser) has been relieved by the Third Class Cruiser Psyche. The 
Karrakatta, Torpedo Gunboat, has been withdrawn from the Station on relief by the 
Mutine, Sloop, transferred from China. The First Class Armoured Cruiser Euryal/us 
has been commissioned to replace the First Class Cruiser Royal Arthur as Flagship. 
The Clio, Sloop, has been commissioned to relieve the Sparrow, Gunboat, and the 
Lizard, Gunboat, will shortly be relieved by the Cadmus, Sloop. The further changes 
in the composition of the Squadron will be eventually completed by the arrival of two 
new Second Class Cruisers on the Station. 

The Station is now. and will in future be a Vice-Admiral’s command. 


Cruiser Squadron. 

The Medea and {Medusa, Third Class Cruisers. have been withdrawn from the 
Squadron. The Minerva, Second Class Cruiser, has been relieved by the First Class 
Armoured Cruiser Berwick, and the Brilliant and Rainbow, Second Class Cruisers. 
have been relieved by the First Class Armoured Cruisers Kent and Donegal respectively. 
The place of the Second Class Cruiser Hycinth, which was withdrawn from the Squadron 
early last vear, has now been taken by the First Class Armoured Cruiser Monmouth. 
The Squadron thus comprises six 23-knot Armoured Cruisers, of which two are of the 
Drake and four are of the Monmouth class. 


Channel Fleet. 

The Majestic and Magnificent (First Class Battleships), which have been attached 
to the Channel Fleet since December 1895, are to be relieved early in February by 
two sister ships, the Cesar and Victorious, and will rejoin the Channe! Fleet in May 
next after refit, thus bringing up the number of Battleships to eight (all of Majesti 
class). The Hoque. First Class Armoured Cruiser, and the Furious, Second Class 
Cruiser, have been relieved by the First Class Armoured Cruiser Bedford and the Second 
Class Crniser Hermes respectively. The Hermes is at present carrying out trials under 
the superintendence of the Boiler Committee. 


Home Fleet, &c. 
In May last important changes were introduced affecting the organisation both of 
the Home Fleet and of the Coast Guard Service on shore. The Coast Guard District 
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Ships, which hitherto had only been able to be in company with the four ships of the 
Home Squadron during the periodical cruises, were relieved of their shore duties and 
have since been permanently attached to the Flag of the Commander-in-Chief of the 
Home Fleet. The Coast Guard Seivice and the Reserves were at the same time placed 
under the control of a Flag Officer distinct from the Commander-in-Chief, Home Fleet. 
and known as the Admiral Commanding Coast Guard and Reserves. The Coast Guard 
Service was distributed over six Coast Guard Districts—three in England, one in 
Scotland, and two in Ireland, each under the command of a District Captain responsible 
to the A.C.R. ; and to each District a Second Class Cruiser of the Apollo type was 
attached as a Drill Ship for R.N.R. The sea training of R.N.R. men is still carried out 
in Home Fleet ships, some of which are sent periodically to the several Districts for the 
embarkation and disembarkation of men who are entering upon or have completed 
their period of training. The various ships employed on Fishery service are under the 
orders of the A.C.R., but such as can be spared from their Fishery duties are lent to 
the Home Fleet from time to time for purposes of drills and exercises. 

The Senior Officer on the Coast of Ireland acts as Deputy to the A.C.R., for Coast 
Guard duties in Ireland. 

The following changes have been made in the composition of the Home Fleet :—- 

The Resolution, First Class Battleship, has been relieved by the Edyar (First Class 
Cruiser), and has subsequently herself replaced the Sans Parei/. 


The Camperdoun and Collingwood, First Class Battleships, have been relieved re- 
pectively by che Hawke, First Class Cruiser, and the Hood. First Class Battleship. 


Destroyer Organisation. 


The three flotillas of Torpedo Boat Destroyers on the Home Station have been 
placed in charge of a Captain acting under the orders of the Commander-in-Chief, Home 
Fleet. and the office of Inspecting Captain of Torpedo Boat Destrovers has been abo- 
lished. The flotillas will still be worked from the ports where their Depot Ships are 
moored. It is incended to transfer the Portsmouth Flotilla to Portland as soon as 
suitable mooring arrangements can be made at the latter port, and the Invincible is 
ready to ussume the duties of Depor Ship to the Flotilla. The Depot Ship Audacious 
has been transferred to Felixstowe, which will be the headquarters of the Medway 
Flotilla. 


Home Ports. 


The Thames has taken che place of the Latona as Depot Ship for Submarine Boats. 

At Devonport the Jmpregnable has taken the place of the Temeraire as Flagship of 
the Commander-in-Chief. 

The sailing brigs used in the Training Service have been withdrawn. 

The Aurora, First Class Cruiser. has been commissioned as additional sea-going tender 
to the Britannia at Darcmouth. 


Mana ucvres. 


In August last the bulk of the Mediterranean, Home and Channel Fleets, and Cruiser 
Squadron, vogether with a number of other ships specially commissioned, or com- 
pleted. took part in Fleet Manceuvres in the Atlantic. The manceuvres were followed 
by a series of tactical exercises. At the same time all available Torpedo Craft, with 
Cruisers and special Service vessels on the Home Station were engaged in manoeuvres 
off the coast of Ireland. 

1] 
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PERSONNEL. 


The measures necessary for carrying out the new scheme of entry and training of 
Naval Officers, to which reference was made in the last annual statement, have been 
proceeded with during the year. 

The Roval Naval College at Osborne has been established and equipped for its work, 
and in September last the College was opened for the reception of the first entry of Cadet 

Further steps have been taken to improve the general training of Engineer Cadets. 
and the course of studies at the Royal Naval Engineering College has been revised. 

Orders have been given for the carrving out afloat of the svstem of training of sea- 
men in mechanical and stokehold work. 

The new system of training for boys has been introduced, and is now being carried 
out in all the stationary Training Establishments. The Jris has been commissioned as 
a tender to these Establishments for the purpose of carrying out such parts of the 
training for which « sea-going ship is essential, and the Medea and Medusa, when their 
present trials have been completed, will be similarly detailed for the same duty. 

The new system of training in the Gunnery and Torpedo Schools and in the Naval 
Barracks has been established at all the Home Ports, and full instructions have been 
issued as to the various courses of instruction through which the men have to pass. 

New rates of allowances have been introduced in connection with the new system 01 
qualification in Gunnery and Torpedo, with the object of giving better pay to the more 
highly skilled gunners or best shots. 

The courses for Lieutenants qualifying im Gunnery and Torpedo have been revised 
with the object of giving greater prominence to the practical part of the courses while 
reserving the College course for the more scientific and highly qualified Officers. 

A civilian expert in Physics, &c., has been appointed to assist the Stafis of the 
Gunnery and Torpedo Schools at Portsmouth, where his assistance has been found of 
great value. 

Changes have been introduced in the selection, training, and advancement ol 
Navigating Officers of the Roval Navy. A Navigation School Ship has been established 
at Portsmouth with a suitable staff of Instructors, and the School will have a position 
similar to that of the Gunnery and Torpedo Schools. 

A tender has been attached to the School Ship Mercury for the purpose of extending 
the training of Officers in Coast Navigation. 

The training of Boy Artificers has now been established at each of the Home Ports, 
and some 180 Boys are now undergoing instruction in the Fleet Reserves. 

Steps have been taken to establish the ratings of Mechanician, Yeoman of Stores 
and Kngineer’s Writer, and it is expected that these ratings will prove a valuavle 
adjunct to the Staff of the Engine Room. 

Effect has been given to the proposal for the establishment of the new rank of Chief 
Artificer Engineer, and a limited number of promotions have been made. 

Steps have also been taken for the promotion of a proportion of Officers from the 
lists of Chief Gunners, Chief Boatswains, Chief Signal Boatswains, and Chief Carpenters 
to the rank of Lieutenant, Royal Navy, and two Chief Artificer Engineers will be 
advanced so soon as they have been one vear in their new grade. 

The pay of Signal ratings has been improved with the object of encouraging a larger 
number of men to qualify for the Higher Standard in Signalling. 

Chief Petty Officers have been granted an addition to their rates of pension of 1d. a 
day for each year’s service in Chief Petty rank, subsequent to the completion of their 
first period of continuous service. 

Provision has been made for the award of a gratuity on discharge to seamen and 
marines holding a conspicuous gallantry medal in cases where an annuity is not 
payable. 

12 








ol 
en 











APPENDIX I. 


The rank of Paymaster-in-Chief on the Active List has been established for Account- 
ant Officers. Paymasters-in-Chief, so promoted, will have relative rank with Captains, 
Roval Navy. 

Directions have been given for the instruction of certain Officers and ranks and 
ratings in the principles of first aid to the injured. 

Considerable. progress has been made in giving effect to the recommendations of 
Sir E. Grev’s Committee on the Naval Reserves. 

A scheme for the organisation of Royal Marine Volunteers is being worked out by 
the Volunteer Committee, and it is hoped that good progress will be made with the 
Scheme by the coming summer. 

Regulations for the entry of non-continuous service seamen and stokers have been 
laid down, and a commencement made in enlisting men. The entries so far (9th 
January 1904), viz., 261 seamen and 328 stekers, justify the expectation that the full 
1,000 voted will be reached by the end of the financial year. The reports upon these 
men from ships in which they have been embarked are completely satisfactory. 

The trial made last summer and autumn in the training of bank clerks as a reserve 
of Accountant Officers was on the whole satisfactory, and steps are now being taken to 
organise a reserve of such Accountants as a distinct branch of Officers of the Royal 
Naval Reserve. 

Steps are being taken to extend among medical men, both at home and in tke Colonies, 
a knowledge of the conditions under which the services of civil practitioners will be 
accepted in time of war. <A limited number of names have been already enrolled at 
home, and the response from the Australasian Colonies has been sufficient to show that 
the feeling there is favourable and that a fair number of volunteers may be expected. 

The Scheme for the establishment of a Sick Perth Attendants’ Reserve has not so 
far attracted the number of volunteers which the Admiralty had reason to expect. 
Some 170 volunteers have been enrolled up to the present time. 


THE ROYAL MARINES. 


A School of Music for the training of Bandsmen for service afloat has been estab- 
lished with temporary Head Quarters at the R.M. Artillery Division at.Eastney. The 
new class of Bandsmen and Boys are enlisted as Marines under the same conditions 
is other men and boys of the Corps, hut with rates of pay special to themselves. 

The pay and allowances of Warrant Officers, N.C. Officers, and men have recently 
heen the subject of much consideration, and arrangements have been made to adjust 
the same to a scale somewhat similar to that approved for the Army, certain increases 
heing made dependent upon improved efficiency, having due regard to the conditions 
of service in the Corps. They will come into force on Ist April 1904. 
conditions, about 14 per cent. qualifving as marksmen. There were 3,695 trained 
Marines exercised on shore under the new Army Regulations, of whom 6 per cent. 
qualified as marksmen—the latter small percentage being due to the more stringent 
conditions of the new course instituted in April 1903. 


During the year 6.261 Marines passed the course of Musketry afloat under Naval 


NAVAL RESERVES. 


It is proposed to increase the personnel of the Coast Guard from 4.237 to 4,303. 
This increase includes provision for the new District Captains and their Clerical Staffs. 
The remainder are required for new Signal Stations which are to be kept manned in 
peace time, and for wireless telegraph work. 

In order to ensure that the men who will work the War Signal Stations shall have 
constant praccice in peace time, an agreement has been made with Llovd’s by which the 
Commercial Maritime Signalling carried out by Lloyd’s will be transferred to the Coast 
Guard at 21 Signal Stations. 
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This work is now being done at 14 Stations, and at the remaining seven it will pe 
transferred when Lloyd’s have provided the necessary houses for the Coast Guard 
crews. 

It is also proposed to carry out Commercial Wireless Telegraphy for Llovd’s at 
certain Stations, practice being even more important in this branch of signalling than 
in visual! work. 


It is proposed to increase the number of Executive Officers frem 1,550 to 1.600 
during the coming financial vear. 

[wo hundred and ninety-two qualified candidates are on the lists of applicancs fou 
appointment. 

The numbers now undergoing naval training in H.M. ships are— 


Lieuts. Sub-Lieuts. Mids. Total. 


12 months’ training - . “ 26 52 2] gy 
Gunnery and Torpedo courses . 13 1] 8 30 


Three hundred and twentv-three officers on the Active List have already undergone 
this training, and are in receipt of training fees. 

The establishment of Commissioned Engineer officers is fixed at 400, and there are 
now borne :— 


Senior Engineers - - - - - - - 71 
Engineers - - , 199 
Assistant Engineers - - 11] 

is] 


There are 100 qualified candidates on the list of applicants for appolntraent, but it 
is not proposed to fill any of the above vacancies except by exceptionally desirable 
candidates, owing to the recent introduction of a new rank of Warrant Engineer. fo; 
180 of whom provision is made in the Estimates. 


The following Officers have completed or are undergoing courses at the Dockvards : 


Senior Engineers - . . n s : : : : : 25 
Engineers - , é ; : =. 
Assistant Engineers - . . : : OR 

13] 


Royal Naval Reserve Men. 


Che numbers borne on 31st December as compared with those voted for 1903-4. and 
former years, are :— 


Voted. Borne. 
Class. 
1903-4. 31.12.03 31.12.02 dL.12.0) 
(Qualified Seamen - - - | 11300 0S 5,173 4,298 3.485 
Ist Class (Old System) / ; \ 6,020 6,472 7,106 
Seamen - - - \ - / 6,374 D,072 4,973 
0.500 sponding ttn 
2nd Class (Old System) / 10,5 t 3,900 4,273 5,063 
Firemen - - - 4,200 4,540 4,033 a 
’ 3,714 
Total - - - 26,000 26,007 24,648 4 34 
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1,522 Qualified Seamen and Seamen have been embarked in H.M. Ships for Naval 
Training during the year 1903, as against 1,207 in the preceding year. 

The rating of Engine Room Artificer, Royal Naval Reserve, has been instituted, and 
engineers of the Mercantile Marine and Engineering Yards are eligible for enrolment 
under certain conditions. They are required to undergo Naval Training to the same 
extent as the Warrant Engineers, R.N.R., and will also receive annual retainers, and 
pensions. The rating of Leading Seaman has been established. 

A special class of Firemen, R.N.R. (to be drawn from stokers in gas and electric 
light factories and other works), was instituted during the year. An annual retainer is 
payable to these men on completing satisfactorily a term of three months’ training on 
hoard H.M. Ships, and six months’ further service together with 14 days’ drill annually 
n other vears will entitle them to a life pension. 


The new rank of Commander, R.N.R., has been established. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL. 


Benefits of Greenwich Hospital. —The seale of pensions provided from Greenwich 
Hospital funds for the widows of Seamen and Marines killed or drowned on duty has 
been improved and it now corresponds with that for which provision is made from 
Naval Funds for the widows of men whose death is brought about by warlike 

perations. 

The additional cost (at present about 2,000/. a vear) is borne by Naval Funds. 

Landed Estates.—The Committee appointed to inquire into the condition of the 
property at Greenwich having furnished their report, and its main features having 
been approved by the Board, the recommendations of the Committee are being acted 
upon as opportunity permits. 

The unfavourable weather in the summer and autumn of last vear caused much 
damage to the corn crops on the Northern Estates ; to mitigate the loss to the tenants 
which was caused thereby an abatement of rent was granted at the last audit in the 
case of the arable farms varying from 10 to 15 per cent. according to circumstances. 
There are not any farms in hand. 

Schoo!l.—The high standard of excellence attained by the Royal Hospital School at 
(Greenwich is fully maintained, and in his report for the past vear H.M. Inspector stated 
that “the instruction is sound and thorough, and the order is very good.” The 
maximum grant was earned for the period. 


ORDNANCE. 


The amount asked for is 3,646,000/. as against 3,206,1007. voted for 1903-4. or an 
increase of 439,900/, Of this, 400,000/. is provision for the purchased ships Triumph 
ind Swiftsure. 

Guns and Mountings.—During the vear 1903-4 progress in gun manufacture and 
supply has been satisfactory. All requirements for re-armaments and new construction 
have been fully met. 

Good progress in the development of guns of higher power has been made, and new 
designs of several natures are being manufactured, 

The question of working B.L. guns at higher chamber pressures is being considered, 
and an experimental 9*2-inch B.L. gun of new design is under manufacture, in which 
the chamber pressure will be 20 tons per square inch. 

The introduction of the improved form of Cordite (M.D.) is being steadily proceeded 
vith. This propellant is calculated to improve the ballistics of our guns generally 
hoth new and existing designs) while adding to the “ life ” of the gun, 

Further experiments with “ capped ” projectiles have resulted in the adoption of a 
reliable capped projectile for some of the new guns und in the capping of certain exist- 
ing projectiles. 
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The efforts which have heen made for some years to provide a reserve of war muni- 
tions adequate for any emergency were not relaxed during the past year, and the 
stock is considered to be sufficient to meet all requirements at *he outbreak and during 
the earlier stages of a war and also until the great manufacturing resources of the 
country would enable us to replenish the stock. This condition is facilitated by that 
policy which is being steadily pursued of the Admiralty procuring, storing and 1etain- 
ing complete control over, the supplies of Ordnance Stores required by the Fleet. 

The reserves of mountings ale in a satisfaccory state, and further necessary accom- 
modation for them is being provided. 

Re-armaments. 

In Merchant Cruiser Armaments, 5-inch B.L. have been replaced by 47-inch Q.F. 
at home, and 1-inch Nordenfelis by 3-prs. at home and abroad. 

Progress has been made in re-arming Royal Nava] Reserve Drill Ships and Bacceries 
with converted guns with mechanism of latest pattern. It is hoped that the whole 
scheme of re-armament will be completed in 1905-6. 

Instructional Armaments, &e. 

In connection with the new scheme of Gunnery Training, various additions to and 
alterations in the armament of the batteries at the several RoyalNaval Barracks have 
been found necessary. These have already been provided for, for the most part, by 
loan of guns, ete., from reserves. Amounts for replacements whete necessary have been 
inserted in the 1904-5 Estimates. 

A great improvement has been made in instructional appliances for teaching accu 
rate firing. The general supply of these is well advanced and is being proceeded with. 

Ordnance Depots. 

The separation of Naval and Military Stores at depots abroad cannot be effected 
rapidly owing to the many questions involved, but a committee at Hong-Kong has 
made definite recommendations for the separation of Naval and Military Ordnance 
Stores and the Naval Ordnance Establishment at Bermuda has been separated from 
che Army Ordnance Department. 

The question of Ordnance Store accommodation at home, and its most advantageous 
distribution, is also receiving attention, and in view of the future importance of Rosy<h 
in the Firth of Forth it will be necessary to provide in that locality for this essencial 
portion of a warship’s equipment. The magazines at Lodge Hill (Chatham) are now 
practically complete ahd in use: It has been decided to add to this establishment a 
laboratory for manufacurte, repair and examination of cartridges, etc. 

An agreemen has been made wih he Marconi Company which has enabled a 
creat advance to be made in the Service. A general re-organisation of the system is 
contemplated throughout the Service. 

The Ariaine from Portsmouth Torpedo School is veing prepared as a school for 
Sheerness. to train al] the higher Torpedo Ratings in the Nore command. 


COALING OF THE FLEERT. 

The construction ot the large floating coal depot, fitted with rapid working trans- 
porters, is nearing completion, and delivery is to be made at one of the Home Pores 
at an early date. 

Considerable improvements in the coaling facilities afloat have been effected by the 
addition of craft fitted with the latest appliances, and futher additions are provided 
for in the Estimates for 1994-1905. 

Experiments are still in progress with apparatus for coaling His Majesty’s Ships at 
sea, and certain triais will be continued in 1904-1905, 

The building up of the reserve stocks of patent fuel at home and abroad is being 
continued. 
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APPENDIX I. 


Three old gunboats have been converted into tank vessels for storing oil fuel at the 
Home Ports, and further provision has been made for increasing the accommodation 
*y*,* . . + . 
and facilities afloat for supplying this fuel to ships whose furnaces have been fitted for 
its use. 


NEW CONSTRUCTION. 


The Vote for New Construction during 1903-4 is greater than in any preceding year. 
The work on the ships in hand has made good progress. 

In accordance with the arrangements made last year, all the ships now being built 
by Contract are to be entirely completed for passing into Fleet Reserve before accep- 
tance from Contractors. 

The three Armoured Cruisers, Donegal, Berwick, and Cumberland, have already been 
delivered complete under this arrangement. We have also had the Torpedo Boat 
Destroyer Itchen delivered complete for passing into Fleet Reserve under the same 
arrangemen:. 

The experience gained by this procedure fully establishes the advantage of the policy 
adopted in taking this ac’ion. The organisation of the Staff necessary to give full effect 
to this procedure has been the subject of much discussion and the arrangements made 
have been found in practice to work very efficiently. 

Some important trials have been in progress for some months past with regard to 
the resistance of vessels at high speeds so far as it is affected by (a) depth of water ; 
(2) different kinds of compositions for coating the bottom. 


Battleships. 


The Battleships of Duncan Class, ordered under provision programmes, have all 
been completed and commissioned, 

Of the eight vessels of Formidable Class, six are complete and in commission, the 
two remaining, viz., the Queen and Prince of Wales, will be completed next month. 

The five vessels of King Edward VII. Class, ordered previous to 1903-4, have made 
good progress. 

The three Battleships intended to have been laid down by Contract during the 
present financial vear have been ordered to be built in the Royal Dockyards. They 
have been named Africa, Britannia, and Hibernia. 


First Class Armoured Cruisers. 


Six vessels of the Kent class have been completed, and nine of them have success- 
fully passed their steam trials. In all those cases where the vessels have been tried 
in deep water and with the new pattern screw, speeds considerably exceeding the 
designed speed of 23 knots have been obtained. It is, in fact, now known that these 
vessels can attain a smooth water speed of 23 knots when carrying the whole of their 
coal, over 1,700 tons, and all other stores. 

As the 7°5-inch gun which the Devonshire Class carry is a new one, it has been neces- 
sary to work out suitable arrangements of gun mountings and appliances for stowing, 
working, and hoisting ammunition to the guns. It has also been necessary to work 
out the question of a more satisfactory hoist for 6-inch guns and a new hoist of con- 
tinuous type is now under trial. 


In all the vessels of this class there are being fitted revised arrangements for the 
removal of ashes by means of efectors on the See system. 


Since the first two vessels of the Duke of Edinburgh class were ordered, substancial 
additions to their armament have been made. A stern torpedo tube has been fitted 
firing right aft on the centre line, and 6-inch 50-calibre guns have been arranged for 
instead of those of existing pattern. This has involved working out modified arrange- 
ments of gunports and armour. 
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Three of the four Armoured Cruisers provided in the present year’s Progiamme have 
been ordered by contract, and have been named Achilles, Cochrane, and Natal ; the 
fourth has been ordered to be built at Pembioke and has been named Warrior. 


Third Class Cruisers. 


[t has been decided not to proceed with the three Third Class Cruisers provided fo1 
in the original programme. 


Scouts. 


The four Scouts provided for in the current programme have been ordered by con- 
tract, one from each of the builders of the four first Scouts. The second four Scouts 
have been named as follows :—Attentive, Foresight, Patro!, and Skirmisher. 


Torpedo Boat Destroyers. 


The fifteen Destroyers in programme of 1903-4 are repeats of those ordered in the 
previous year with the exception of a modification in the position of the forward 
6-pounder Guns. Orders for these have been placed by contract. 

The 19 Destroyers building at the beginning of the financial year will shortly be 
ready for Commission. 


Submarines. 


Orders for nine out of the ten Submarine Boats provided for in this vear’s programme 
have been placed. These are similar to A. Class already building. A special design 
is being prepared for the tenth boat and the order for this boat will shortly be placed. 
Six of those ordered previously have been delivered. 


Moast Guard Cruisers. 
The two Coast Guard Cruisers provided for in this vear’s programme are of new 
types, designs for which have been prepared at the Admiralty. 


Surveying Ship. 


The Steam Yacht Conswe/o has been purchased for this service, and renamed Sealark. 


Armour. 


There is now no difficulty in obtaining supplies of armour to promptly meet the 
needs of ships building. A very large sum is needed each year to mect expenditure on 
armour; the expenditure this year will probably reach about £1,810,000, Continued 
satisfactory trials have been made to ascertain that the quality of supplies from the 
armour-plate makers was equal to the contract conditions. The possibility of obtain- 
ing improved qualities of armour has been kept in view. Some trials in connexion 
with this subject have already been made, and further trials are in contemplation. 


MACHINERY AND BolILers. 


Of the Torpedo Gunboats, which are being re-engined and re-boilered with small 
tube water-tube boilers, associated with light quick-running engines, the Jason, Circe, 
and Leda have successfully completed their trials. The Halcyon will be completed 
early next year. 

The water-tube boilers have now been fitted in fourteen First Class Torpedo Boats. 
New water-tube boilers have been obtained or will shortly be obtained by contract for 
twelve other First Class Torpedo Boats, in addition to new water-tube boilers for ten 
other boats, which are being made at the Dockyards. 

The policy adopted last year of fitting a combination of one-fifth cylindrical and 
four-fifths water-tube boilers in Battleships and First Class Cruisers has been continued. 
the new Battleships of the 1903-04 programme of the King Edward VII. class being 
fitted with four-fifths Babcock and Wilcox boilers, and the four new Cruisers of the 
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Duke of Edinburgh class with four-fifths Yarrow (large tube) boilers. The cylindrical 
and Yarrow boilers are in all cases fitted with closed stokehold system of draught. 
The Yarrow boilers for the Dockyard built ship of the Duke of Edinburgh class (Warrior) 
will be made by Messrs. Yarrow. 


The Hermes has been re-boilered with Babcock and Wilcox boilers and has sucess- 
fully carried out contractor’s steam trials. A series of trials under the direction 
of the Boiler Committee have been already carried out, but before the contemplated 
trial to Gibraltar and back a further series of trials will be made to compare two systems 
of furnance gas baffling in this type of boiler, as well as a trial with new propellers 
shortly to be fitted, to increase the propulsive efficiency. 


The comparative trials under the direction of the Boiler Committee between the 
Medea fitted with Yarrow (large tube) boilers and the Medusa fitted with “ Diirr” 
boilers have been continued during the vear, including the trial to Gibraltar and back, 
but complete records to enable comparison to be made between these two types of 
boilers have not yet been received from the Boiler Committee. All these three ships, 
the Hermes, Medea, and Medusa, took part in this year’s man‘euvres. 


The Spartiate and Europa, each ship fitted with Belleville boilers with economisers, 
have made trips to China and back with relief crews for ships on that station, and the 
opportunity was taken to run these ships under various trial conditions and at high 
speeds, Satisfactory results were obtained. 


The Hyacinth and Minerva during this year repeated the comparative trial runs to 
Gibraltar and back under similar conditions to those trials which had been previously 
carried out under the direction of the Boiler Committee, and the information obtained 
has been of much value. 


The automatic forced lubricating arrangements fitted for main engines in Syren 
continue to work satisfactorily, and two of the new torpedo boat destroyers will be so 
fitted. 


Turbine Propelling Machinery. 


The Velox, fitted with turbine machinery, and also with small reciprocating engines 
for use at low speeds, has completed her contractors’ trials, and is now at Portsmouth, 
and will shortly carry out a further series of experimental trials. 

One of the new Third Class Protected Cruisers (the Amethyst) and a Destroyer (the 
Eden) are being fitted with turbine machinery, with auxiliary turbines for use at low 
speeds. Valuable experience will shortly be obtained on the trials of these vessels. 


Liquid Fuel. 


The experiments with liquid fuel have been continued, and much valuable informa- 
tion has been gained. In the Battleships Mars and Hannibal, many of the difficulties 
connected with the installations in these ships have been overcome as the result of 
practical experience at sea, and they are to be have their oil-burning system extended. 
When this work is complete all their boilers will be capable of burning either oil and 
coal or coal alone. 


The cruiser Bedford has had part of her boilers fitted to burn oil and coal or coal 
alone, and is now in commission. The destroyer Spitefu/ is having all her boilers 
fitted to burn liquid fuel. As the manipulation of liquid fuel fittings requires much 
skill in order to ensure the best results, several boilers of different types are being 
purchased and fitted up at Portsmouth in order that the various problems connected 
with liquid fuel and water-tube boilers may be more effectively studied, and instruction 
given to the engine-room ratings of the Fleet. 


The progress which is being made in internal combustion engines is being closely 
watched, and experiments will be made to determine whether this type of engine, which 
possesses advantages in fuel economy, can be adapted to the needs of the Service. 


19 






















































By Dockyards. 
Andromeda. 
Arrogant. 

(a) Audacious. 

(e)Barfleur. 
Bonaventure. 
Brilliant. 
Cesar. 

(e)Centurion. 
Furious. 
Hood. 

(a) Invincible. 
Juno. 

(b) Leander. 
Proserpine. 

(e)Ramillies. 
Resolution. 

(e)Royal Sovereign. 

(c)Satellite. 
Tartar. 
Theseus. 
Thrush. 
Victorious. 

(c) Wild Swan. 


in 1904-5 :-— 
By Dockyards. 
Barham. 
Magnificent. 
Majest 1c. 
Minerva. 
Nile. 
Philomel. 
Repulse. 
Rodney. 
Trafalgar. 


1904-05 are given below :— 
By Dockyards. 


Anson. Talbot. 
Ariadne (old). Edgar. 
Barracouta. Gibraltar. 
Benbow. Gladiator. 
Blenheim. Hannibal. 
Cambrian. Hawke. 
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Standardisation. 

The policy of standardising the machinery of war vessels has been carried out in the 
six First Class Cruisers of the Duke of Edinburgh class, and has been effected with some 
of the water-tube boilers and the principal pipe connections. 

In other vessels, the svstem of causing all the auxiliary machinery of similar vessels 
ordered at the same time to be identical and interchangeable, is still pursued. 

Larce Repairs purtNG 1903-4 ar tHE Home DockyarpDs AND BY CONTRACT. 

The following ships have been or will be completed :— 


sy Contract. 
Astrea, 
Aurora. 

(d)Circe. 
Colossus. 
Endymion. 
Hecla. 
Hermes. 
Howe. 

(d)Jason. 

(d) Leda. 
Niobe 
Pelorus. 
Psyche. 
Maine. 
Crescent. 
St. George. 

(e) Terrable. 

(d)Haleyon. 


(a)—Base for Destroyers. 
(b)—Sea-going Base for Destroyers. 
(c)—Drill Ship (R.N.R.). 
(d)—Re-engining. 
(e)—Casemating, Ke. 
The following have been or will be commenced during 1903-4, and will be completed 


By Contract. 
Argonaut. 
Canopus. 
Goliath. 
Glory (at Hong Kong). 
Highflyer. 


The details of the repairs and refits proposed to be carried out in 1904-5 appear 
in the Appendix to the Navy Estimates, but the principal refits to be dealt with in 


By Contract. 
Pique. 
Rainbow. 

+ Triumph (old). 
Warrior. 
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By Dockyards. 


Camperdown. Jupiter. 
Collingwood. Mars. 

Cressy. Naiad. 

Diana. Nymphe. 
Eclipse. Prince George. 
Royal Arthur. Renown. 

Sans Pareil. Thunderer. 
Sutle). Vindictive. 


NEW WORKS. 
Works ProvIDED IN ESTIMATEs. 


Chatham.—The Mould Loft has been rebuilt. The Fleet Reserve Workshop, exten- 
sion of Electrical Shop, and extension of Store for tubes for Water Tube Boilers will 
be completed in 1904-5, 

Sheerness.—The extension of Boiler Shop will be completed in 1903-4. The Drain- 
age Improvements will be finished in 1904-5, 

Portsmouth—The new Pumping Station for Docks 7 and 10, new Chain Cable 
Store. and the extension of No. 13 Dock are expected to be completed in 1904-5 ; and 
considerable progress will also be made towards the completion of the new Steam 
Factory. 

Devonport.—The railway lines round Main Storehouses, and the Caisson for No, 2 
Dock will be finished during 1904-5, 

Portland.—Rerthing for Torpedo Boat Destroyers has already been commenced and 
considerable progress will be made with this work in 1904-5, in whieh year the three 
new Official Residences and new Canteen will be well advanced. 

Malta.—The work of renewing Wharf Walls in French Creek is progressing. Build- 
ings are being provided for use in connexion with the Hydraulic Dock purchased 
this financial year. 

Hong Kong.—The new Gun Mounting Store will be practically finished in 1903-4, 

Dredging.—The important Dredging at Bermuda is practically completed. A 
Dredger is being sent to Wei Hai Wei to continue the dredging necessary there. 

Victualling Yards.—The Slaughterhouse at Chatham, the Cold Meat Store at 
Gibraltar, and the adaptation of War Department property for Victualling purposes 
at Malta will practically all be completed in 1904-5, 

The Slaughterhouse at Malta has been completed. 

Coaling Depéts.—-A Store for patent fuel at Mauritius will be erected during 1904-5, 

Hospitals.—The new block at Haslar for Officer patients, and important alterations 
and additions at Jamaica are expected to be completed in 1904-5, 

Training Colleges.—The main buildings of the Cadets’ College at Osborne will be 
completed during 1904-5, Accommodation is being provided on shore for Boys of 
Training Establishments at Shotley and Queensferry. 

The principal new Works in 1904-5 are :— 

Chatham.—Additional workshops, Fleet Reserve. Residence for Commander-in- 
Chief. 

Portsmouth—Accommodation and storage for Submarines. Workshop for Fleet 
Reserve. 

Devonport.—Railways—North and South Yards, New jetty and railways between 
Nos, 2 and 3 Slips—South Yard. 

Deal.—New church. 

Hong Kong.—Torpedo range. 

Sydney.—Adiitional accommodation and victualling store. 
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APPENDIX I. 
PROGRESS UNDER THE Navat Works Loan Acts. 
Enclosure and Defence of Harbours. 
Gibraltar.—The Admiralty Mole Extension and the Detached Mole are vompleted, 
except the heads of the Moles, where the batteries and lighthouses, &c., are still in 
hand, 

The dredging of the harbour is well advanced, and a large area has been dredged to 
the required depth. 

The Commercial Mole is nearly completed, and will be brought into use in a few 
months’ time. 

Portland.—The new breakwaters enclosing the harbour are completed, except certain 
work on the heads, which is still in progress. 

Dover.—Admiralty Pier Extension.—The foundation course has now reached the 
head at the far end of the work, being a distance of 1,948 feet from the original head 
of the Pier. 

East Reclamation is completed, except a short length of coping. 

East Arm of Breakwater.—The foundation course has been laid for a length of 
2,842 feet, the low-water course for 2,625 feet, and the work completed, except parapet, 
for a length of 2,542 feet. 

Malta Breakwater.—Much progress has been made under the contract for the con 
struction of Ricasoli and St. Elmo Breakwaters. 





Adapting Naval Ports, &c. 

Keyham Dockyard Extension.—Graving Dock No, 4.—Complete with the exception 
of the upper parts of the Caisson Camber. The erection of the Caisson is rapidly 
advancing. . 

Graving Dock No. 5.—Complete with the exception of the upper parts of the Caisson 
Cambers. The erection of the Caisson at North end has made good progress and the 
one at the South end is well in hand, 


Graving Dock No. 6.—Complete with the exception of the Entrances, and the upper 
part of the Caisson Cambers. 


Entrance Lock.—The East Wall has been built to a height of 5 feet below coping. 
The West Wall has been built to the underside of coping, except a short length at the 
North End. The North Caisson Camber is built to within 15 feet of coping and the 
South Camber to within 17 feet of coping. 


Closed Basin.—About 1,370,000 cubic yards of mud have been excavated and 
removed. 


Tidal Basin.—The enclosing walls are well in hand, and about 7,000 cubic yards of 
mud have been removed. 


Outer Wall of Main Works.—All the Columns have been sunk for the foundations 
and a length of about 1,950 feet of Wharf Wall has been completed. 


The Pumping Station and machinery have been erected. 


Gibraltar Dockyard Extension.—A large portion of the Shops and Store Buildings 
are completed and in use. 


No. 3 Dock is practically completed, except the Caisson, which is still in hand. 


Nos, 1 and 2 Docks are being rapidly advanced. 


The Pumping Station and Machinery have been erected, 
»).) 
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Hong Kong Dockyard Extension.—The Reclamation in front of the Naval Yard and 
War Department properties is making good progress. The Wharf Walls of the New 
Basin are in hand. The excavation for the Dock is nearly completed. 

Simon’s Bay Dockyard Extension.—The Breakwater and the Walls enclosing the 
New Basin have been commenced. 

Malta Dockyard Extension.—Progress on the two new Docks being built by Con- 
tract has not been very satisfactory. More of the Subsidiary works have been com- 
pleted and others are well in hand. 

Bermuda Dockyard Extension.—About 300 feet of the foundations for Wharf Wall 
are completed. The mass work and horizontal blockwork on western arm are com- 
pleted except coping. About 5,000 of the large concrete blocks have been made. 

Chatham Dockyard Extension.—The Contract for the New River Wall Upnor En- 
trance, has been let and the work has already been commenced. Arrangements are 
being made for the provision of extensive railway facilities. 

Sheerness Depot for Torpedo Boat Destroyers.—The site for the extension of Nos. 4 
and 5 Docks is being cleared. The Sites for the Electric Shop, Mast Shed, Torpedo 
Tube Store, &c., are being prepared. 


Deepening Harbours and Approaches. 


At Portsmouth the outer and inner bars and the approach channel are completed. 
Eleven berths have been dredged and two others are nearly finished. Of the cruiser 
berths in Fountain Lake one group of three is completed and another group is one-third 
done. 

At Devonport the dredging above Saltash Bridge is practically completed. The area 
is now being swept over to remove shoal patches. The work below Saltash Bridge has 
been commenced, 

Chatham Dock.—The construction of the Dock is practically completed. The 
foundations for Machinery Shop are finished and the Contract for the superstructure 
has been let. 


Coaling Facilities. 

Gibraltar.—The Coal Island, commenced last year, is progressing satisfactorily. 

Kowloon.—The Briquette Factory has been taken over and the construction of the 
Breakwater and Coaling Jetty is in hand. 

Steps are being taken to cover in a considerable proportion of the Coal Yards at 
Malta. 

Property has been acquired for the establishment of a Coaling Depot at Devonport. 

Coaling accommodation is being provided at Wei-hai-Wei. 

Arrangements are being made for the early commencement of a Coaling Depot at 
Ascension. 

Naval Barracks, &c. 

Chatham Naval Barracks.—The Barracks were completed and occupied on the 30th 
April 1903. Certain additional works which have been sanctioned are in progress, 

Portsmouth Naval Barracks.—The Barracks were completed and occupied in Sep- 
tember 1903. 

Chatham Naval Hospital.—All the buildings are making good progress, and the new 
Hospital will be completed and occupied by the end of the year. 

Magazines,—Gibraltar.—The Magazines at the back of the Ragged Staff are in hand, 
and a large amount of excavation has been carried out in the rock, 

The work incidental to the original Scheme has been well advanced, but it has been 
found necessary to amplify that Scheme in view of the increased requirements of the 
Fleet 
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Further laboratory accommodation is being provided, and the system of railway 
communications greatly extended at Chatham, whilst extensive further arrangements 
are being made to meet additional requirements principally at Naval Stations abroad. 


Coast Guard and Royal Naval Reserve Batteries—Good progress has been made in 
acquiring sites for new Coast Guard Stations and Royal Naval Reserve Batteries. In 
many cases Contracts have been let and the works are proceeding. 


Torpedo Ranges.—At Portsmouth the extension of the Horsea Island Range is ex- 
pected to be commenced very shortly. The arrangements for the construction of a 
new Torpedo Range at another Port are under consideration. 


b Electric Light and Power in Naval Establishments.—The Contract has been let for 
the Electric Generating Station at Pembroke, and the work is now in hand. 


At Chatham, Devonport, and Portsmouth, preliminary arrangements have been 
made and Contracts will be let shortly. At Malta, work has commenced in clearing 
Site, and Contract for the Chimney Shaft is about to be let. Contract for the building 
will follow shortly. In the cases of all the smaller Naval Establishments for which 
there is provision for Electric Light in the current Naval Works Loan Act, drawings are 
now practically completed and tenders will be called for within a few months. 


TM 


February Ist, 1904, 
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Those marked thus * 


the last column refer to the page in this volume. 
Bill originated in the Lords. 


indicates that the 


APPENDIX IL. 


PUBLIC BILLS 
WITH IN VOLUME 


are Government Bills. 


CXXX. 
The figures in parentheses in 
“(iL)” following title 





Title of Bill. 


Bishopric of Bristol [ H.L. | 


Newcastle Chapter Amend 


ment [H.L. | 


Polling Arrangements 
(Parliamentary Boroughs) 


| H.L. | 


Polling 
Councils) 


Districts (County 


) [H.-L | 


*Prevention of Corruption 


| H.L. ] 


Prevention of 
Children 


[ H.L. | 


*Site for Duke of 
School [ H.L. } 


Cruelty to 
Amendment 


York’s 


Wild Birds’ Protection Acts 
Amendment 


Weights and Measures 
{ Metric System) [H.L.] 








(A.) House or Lorps. 
Brought in " ad) ib Progress. 
Lord Archbistop of | Read 1% 19th Feb. (347) 


Cant rhu ry 


Read 27 19th Feb. ( ytd: 

Committee Rovort 2 o5th 
(940) 

Read 3* passed Ist Mar. (1349) 


Lord Lishop of St, 


Albuns Feb. 


Lord Ribblesdali Read 2” 25th Feb. (945) 


Lord Ribblesdale Read 2* 25th Feb. (944) 


Lovd Chancellor Read 1° 25th Feb. (940) 


Lord Alverstone Read 1° 29th Feb. (1205) 


Lord Windsor tead 1° 26th Feb. (1110) 


Read 1% 25th Feb. (940) 


Lord Belhaven Read 2¢ 23rd Feb. (674) 





Title of Bill. 


Bills of Exchange 


Canal Trattie 
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(B) House or Commons. 


Brought in by Progress. 


Sir Wm. Holland 





Read 1° 18th Feb. (261) 


Sir Wm. Holland Read 1° 18th Feb. (261) 





(B.) 


Title of Bill. 


Coal Mines (Weighing of 
Minerals) 


Congested Districts 
(Scotland) Act (1897) 
Amendment 


Cottage Homes 


Crofters, Holding (Scotland) 
Acts Amendment 


Crofters, Holding (Scotland) 
Act (1886) Amendment 


*Dogs 
*Electrie Lighting (London) 


*False Statements 


(Companies) 
Foreign Marriages 
House Letting (Scotland) 


Housing of the Working 
Classes, ete. 


Jurors’ Expenses 


Land Values ‘Taxation 
(Scotland) 


Liquor Traffic Local (Veto) 


Local Authorities (Officers 
Superannuation) 


Local Authorities (Qualifica- 
tion of Women 


Married Womens’ Property 
Act (1882) Amendment 


Mines (Eight Hours) 


Mortgage of Premises 
Municipal Corporations 


Musical Copyright 
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House oF ComMoNs—continued, 





Brought in by 


Mr. Haldane 


Mr. Ainsworth 


Mr. John Hutton 


Mr. Ainsworth 


Mr. Weir 


Mr. y fileyn It llowes 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 


Sir Robt. Finlay 


Mr. Macdona 
Mr. A le rand r Cross 


Mr. Nannetti 


Mr. Lloyd Morgan 


Mr. Caldwe 1] 


Mr. Whittaker 


( ‘apt. Jessel 


Mr. Channing 


Mr. Kimber 


Mr. Osmond Williams 


Sir Wein. Holland 
Mr. Cripps 


Mr. Mount 


} 


Progress. 





Read 1° 29th Feb. (1256) 


Read 1° 17th Feb. (26) 


Read 1° 19th Feb. (515) 


| Read 1° 17th Feb. (26) 


Read 1° 18th Feb, (262) 


Read 1° 19th Feb. (516) 
Read 1° 17th Feb. (25) 


Read 1° 25th Feb. (1008) 


Read 1° 25th Feb. (1008) 
Read 1° 18th Feb. (260) 


Read 1° 22nd Feb. (574) 


Read 1° 18th Feb, (261) 


| Read 1° 17th Feb. (26) 


| Read 1° 22nd Feb. (575) 


tead 1° 19th Feb. (515, 
Read 1° Ist March (1569) 
Read 1° 29th Feb. (1256) 


Second Reading (Adjourned) 
26th Feb. (1195) 
Read 1° 18th Feb. (261) 


Read 1° 23rd Feb. (738) 


tead 2° 26th Feb. (1156) 








——————— Oe 





ie a 





el Ee 





| 
| 








(B.) 


Title of Bill. 


Outdoor Relief (Friendly 
Societies (No. 2) 


*Penal Servitude 


Parliamentary Voters and 
Elections 


Pharmacy 
*Police Superannuation 


*Provisional Order 


(Marriages) 
Rating of Machinery 
Registration of Firms 


Resident Magistrates 
(Belfast) 


*Sale of Butter 


School Board Electorate 
(Scotland) 


Town and County Councils 
(Qualification of Women 
(Scotland) 


Trades Unions and Trade 
Disputes (No. 2) 


Vaccination Prosecutions 
Vagrants 
Wild Birds’ Protection Acts 


Amendment 


Winter Assizes (Ireland) 


House OF CoMMONS—-continued. 


Brought in by 


Mr. Gretton 


Mr. Akers Douglas 


~ 


Mr. J. Sinclair 


Mr. 


~ 


Lovgh 
MY r. Cochrane 


Cochrane 


Mr. 


/ 
Mr. Chapman 
Mr. Emmott 


Sir James Haslett 


~ 


Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes 


Mr. Weir 


Mr. Parker Smith 


Sir Charles Dilke 


Mr, Channing 
Mr. Claude Hay 


Mr. Sydney Burton 


Sir James Haslett 


Progress. 





Read 1° 2nd March (1490) 


| Read 1° 18th Feb. (262) 


Read 1° 29th Feb. (1256) 


Read 1° 29th Feb. (1256) 
Read 1° 18th Feb. (261) 


Read 1° 18th Feb. (261) 


Read 1° 18th Feb. (262) 
tead 1° 17th Feb. (25) 


| Read 1° 17th Feb. (25) 


Read 1’ 19th Feb. (516) 


Read 1° 18th Feb. (262) 


Read 1° 25th Feb. (1204) 


Read 1° 22nd Feb. (574) 


Read 1° Ist March (1369) 


Read 1° 25th Feb. (1107) 





Committee Report 22 Feb. 
(671) 


Read 3° passed 23rd Feb. (832) 


Read 1° 17th Feb. (25) 











APPENDIX IIL. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1904, 


List or Ruces, OrpeERrs, &ec., which have been presented during the Session, and ara 


required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 


the House. 


| Zn continuance of List given in preceding Volume.) 





Date from which Period to lie upon 


j » d. ay 
Title of Paper. the Period runs. the Table. 





Intermediate Edueation (Ireland),—Copy of Rule made 23 February 40 days 
by the Intermediate Education Board for Ireland in 
substitution for Rule 28 of Ist May, 1908 [41 and 42 
Vie., c. 66, s. 6] 


Western Australia, —Copy of Electoral Act, No. XXXYV, 26 February 30 days 
of 1904 [13 and 14 Vic., ¢. 59, s. 32] 


Education (Scotland) (Code 1904),—Copy of Code of 1 March One month 
Regulations for Day Schools, with Appendices, by the 
Lords of the Committee of the Privy Council on 
Edueation in Scotland [35 and 36 Vic., c. 62, s. 67] 


Factory and Workshop Acts (Earthenware and China, 2 March 40 days 
-Copy of Amended Special Rules, dated 19th March, 
1902, and ISth February, 1904, for the Manufacture 
and Decoration of Earthenware and China in certain 
Factories and Workshops, as established by the 
Awards of the Arbitrator, Chester Jones, esquire [58 
and 59 Vie., ¢. 37, s. 28] 








